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"To Pafoce and Diley, will be jet in a fuller and eafier 
55 . in 4 work planned on the general ſubjett of CovR NIN 
* An, which is now £1 > "lgn, for the preſs, In the mean 
3 . vhe writer thought it not amiſs to Mer ſome remarks on 
© Mr, Sit. mg of 3 in a ſeparate perform. 
A - ances. that he ay have mo temptation to enter into a conteſt 
3 With any de, "adverſery,. we he. it confidering that 
4 | important point. He cannot” 7 to pleaſe all 507 by any 
thing he ran ſay on that ſulyett; 3 Hor fat be flo rat en- 
4 5 tire tige with the. epprobation of his own. conſcience, con- 
hi: . cerning t ity of hi intent ian, while he endeavours to e 
% explaining and recommending the 
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| © TT. muſt be granted, ſays a gelebrated author, the 
1 manner of proving by nn is of an extraordi- 
T nary nature; but however it has its end with a ſet of 
readers for whom it is adapted. One part of the world 
knows not with what aſſurance another part can expreſs itſelf. 
Phey imagine a reaſonable creature will» not have the face to 
ſay any thing which has not ſome ſhadow of reaſon 9 fup- 2 
port it; and run implicitly into the ſnare which is laid for 
nature by theſe daring authors of definitive ſentences up- 
on bare aſſertion.— It is common with one fort of critics, to 
ſhew an author means differently from what he really did z and 3 
then to prove, that the meaning which they find out for him 
1238 nothiug.— Some call that low, which others call 
natural. Every thing has two handles, and the.critic-who 
ſets himſelf to cenſure all he meets, is under an obligation 
ſtill to lay hold on the worſt. of them. We acknowledge it 
a fine piece of ſatire, when there is folly in a paſſage, to la, 
it open in the way by which it naturally requires to be en-. 
ſed: do this handſomely, and the author is deſervedly a jet. 
If, on the contrary, you dreſs a paſſage which was not orig 
nally fooliſh, in the higheſt humour of ridicule, you only. _ 
frame ſomething which the author himſelf might laugh at, 
without being more nearly concerned than another reader. 
* - © Vanity loves to gratify itſelf by the repetition: of what. 
i eſteems to be written with ſpirit, and even when we repeat 
it ourſelves, provided another hears us. Hence Zoilus * has 


; 1 deen i 
„ Zoilus was born at Amphipolis, a city of Thrace, during the time in 


which the Macedonian empire flouriſhed, —He was fond of ſpeaking ill, di- .Y 
* 51g ſow diflention, and from the. conſtant bent of his thought, had 
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tained that ſort of readineſs for flander or reproach, which'is eſteemed wit © 
by the light opinion of ſome, who take the remarks of ill-nature for an un- 


derſtandiog of mankind, and the abrupt laſhes of rudencfs for the ſpirit of 
expreflion. This at laſt grew to fach a height in him, that he became 
careleſs of concealing it; he threw off all reſerves and managements ih tre. 
ſpect of others, and the paſſion To far took the turn of a frenzy, that bei 3 
one day asked, Why he-ſpoke ill et every one? f in, lays lis; hecenl 
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Foolich critics write even things they themſelves can 
FE 351 auſwer, to ſhew how much-they can write againft an author. 


E - lowncks of ſpirit, and purſue their 
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mire in their former treatiſes. Tk: is a phate S 
Pack of arguing, whereby. a wan pan _— want a proof, 
his own opinion, 


y They: act unfairly, A. they may be ſure to be ſharp enough 3 
- and trifle with the ader, in order to be voluminous; T: is 
ntedleſs to wiſh them the return they deſerve: their diſre- 
. candour is no fooner diſcovered, but they are forever 
baniſhed from the eyes of men of Kent. —It'is too heavy a 
talk for ſame*criticy to {way our rational judgments by ra- 
tional inferences. A pompous pretence muſt occaſion ad. 

« wirarion, the eyes of mankind muſt be obſcured by a glare 
of pedantry, that they may conſent to be led blindfold, L 4 
permit that an opinion ſhould be dictated to them, without | 

- daipanding x that they ſhould be reaſoned i into iet. p 
2206 Zojlus, who bore fables, tan rejoice/in. them when 
- Matter his'envy ppears at the head of the faundeba oF 
Knies, in 4 full ſpirit N f one utterly devoted to a party; 
With whom woch is M lie, or us bad as a lie, when it makes 
| againſt him and falſe quotations paſs for truth, or as good © 
as truth, hen they are neceſſary to a cauſe; —Bor what aſfu- 4 
= fuck as Zokus' A that the world ae ever od] 
convi ag an eſtabliſhed re tation, by ſuch people 
whoſe faults way ting are fo. . 8 who judge 
; agkinft. rules, a rm without fe ns, and cenſure without 
manners * who quote themſelves for a ſupport of their opi- 


. — Marek. pride upon a learning in trifles, and their 


- upon” the claiths they magrRerially make? who 
beautſes in a harſh Nile? Judge of excellency with a 
fire to decry it with every 
| arvifice of envy — There is no one, mn being: cenſured, 
Where there is no crędit to be favour ö 
e oblervations are drawn from nature, and ſhew a 
1 with the genins, temper, and diſpoſition of 
= They are extracted trom Dr Parnell s.animadyer. 
fions-on the remarks of Zailus upon Homer's battle of the 
+6 og and mice: and. . Ks: Gib's or © {may wiſh op 
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bo. $3. pile on fre- A theſe who follow Zoilus meet not the 


5 So 85 ſeveritics of fate, becauſe they come ſhort of his indefatigablencſs, or 


4s not ſo vniverſally the-concern” af mankind; they ſhall never» 
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formances hy the teſt of common ſenſe, I 'is = 
a fooliſh preſumption 10 ſuppoſe, that the vulgar are; yo 
qualified 10 criticiſe the reo/animgs, the candaur, and the 
ſpirit of our writings. Prudence whiſpers to us, that 
_ greateſt:merit we cap have with the publie is, to make a vire 2 
tue of neceſſity, to ſubmit where we cannot campel the world 3 
to approve, and to bring the cleareſt evidence we an "able 
to the underſtanding of our readers, withont affectiag 2 
eclude their right to judge for themſelves hetween us boths 2 
The love ot liberty is ſo natural to mankind, that we hass 
reaſan to believe, they will not be quite ſo ,obliging as W 
would defire : they will not reſi gn the privilege of an unioſſu- 
enced jury ; perhaps they will even venture to claim che 
province of an impartial judge. We cannot well hope fon 
any great indulgence, if they vid us guilty of wilful rebels 
ion againſf their own eſtabliſned rules of ſound criticiſms 
contained in Dr Parnell's obſervations, which may be calleds 3 
the alements of common lau for the court of common ſenſe. 
It will naturally be ſuppoſed by fame readers, that au s 
peal to the biſtory of Zoilus, who rendered himſelf ed. 
4 — by his enuy agaivſt the ateſt characters, and 
particularly againſt Homer, is an inſufferable piece of pride 
as it can never be thought 1 am an enviable character, apd it 
cannot be once imagined, I would chyle to profeſa to be 3 
follower of Zouvs ; and therefore I wuſt be repreſented; aa 
making a claim to Hemer's merit, while I Attribute Zoilke's 3 
envy ta Mr Gih.— But people ſometimes “ make a ſenſeleſs, 2 
but malicious gueſs at things, as Mr C ih fays I have dds 
in another caſe. I do not pretend to any once merit, 
and I am ſure Mr Gib dots not look upon me wah envy , 
but our author tells us, *. Zbilus was filled with: pride, cm., 
anger, vexation, envy, and whatever could torment hig“ 
This entire character is what Parnell expoſes as an unfall 
aud deteſtable thing. The queſtion to be tried is not; We-. 
a ther Mr Gib or Mr Hail be the worſt man ? but whethes' 
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of truth, candour, and argument, are to be found with either 3 | 
er. the one or the other of us? $0 far as we are found c- 
he nal, ler both of us, io proportion to the degrees of que g 
or reſpectively, fall under the fame condemnation. Zoiluss temper - "| 
2 and manners conſtitute a ſufficient title to his puniſhment 4 
ing e jnward trouble, and outward contemp.T 
the. Hut if Mr Gi6:befirates about the authority or the Ape 
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tion of Dr Parnel/'s prigci conſent to ſuhſtitute 
vere 2 g 4 * ” | > * þ * 4 * * a 4 4 75 
hes, his aun in their room: nay, 1 earneſtiy wiſh li rn 
f 5 1 . 8 = * « \ * 
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; X 3 55 extract, 2 I ſhall wo — bis 2 
dei, and make as few alterations in his very words as poſſible. 
8 W 


* 860 When a train of groſs falſehood, elena — iy 5 
„ or invidious miſconſtruction, runs through a 
— there is at higher evidente of the matter than 
3 can ariſe from any teſtimony of witneſſes that it it /o: there 
is even ſome intrinſic and infallible evidence in the perform- 
© ance idelf, that it mu be ſo; or that the caſe cannot, even 
+ © by the utmoſt rational ſtretch of charity,-be Juppoſed other. 
4 2 hey, 1 This may appear, if it be conſidered, | 
F 1. Whether the author repreſents a variety of reaſonings, 
aich he does not ſatisfy himſelf with giving what 
dee to haye been the ſubſtànce of them; but pretends 00 : 
e the very words, ſometimes at conſiderable length. Now, | 
as to matter of fact, there is not t any one [or not many] of CY 
{theſe repreſeritations, but what is very unfair, it is — tf 1 
inproballe that the writer can be capable of e the truth 0 
© Bairly and impartially. - ' 
F 2. Whether he treats perſons of a Nies 8 
wich ſuch language as greatly exceeds all bounds of decency 
and duty, even towards the meaneſt inferiors. If he does 
i, Who can rationally expect a true and fair account of 
matter Grongh, the channel of the greſef indecency'and 
3 . Wiecher he charges his adverſary with groſs Ame 
Auen, glaring difingenuity, and Teſuitical duphietty. It muſt 
de greſiy 1 (fays Mr Gib) to ſuppoſe the worſt perſon in 
de worid capable of ſuch oppoſite diſpoſitions at the ſame 
dime, as are implied in theſe imputations; each of theſe dif. 
8 in full ſtrength, and the force of the one no way 
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DN pairing that of the other. But if an author charges thele 
things upon his adverſaries, who can expect a true and fair 
Th account of matters through the channel of groſs abſurdity ? ? 
4. Whether the whole ſtrain of the performance be 

* TIRULENTLY ABUSIVE. If the: general current of- the 
©  Janpuage be of the nA III G order; deeply drenched in a 
dan compounded of HAUGHTINESS and FURY, PRO- 
bens een, and SCORNFUL - CONTEMPT, who: can 

— pationally expect a true and fair account of matters N 
A gee cect: VIRULENT. RAILING and ABUSE * 
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declaims; yea, if he preſume to judge moſt 
their mind is filled with, Cor what their conſcien 
ſay], who can rationally. expect a true 
matters, thr rough the channel of ſuch. « ncharit i 
Pious pr Sane 5 4 _— 

Hille then ſums up the force of this Ce Cette * 
Þ _which ſerves to convict and confute oy performance that 
makes an ill · foun pretenſion to truth, and candour, and 

4 Fair reaſoning. thr ae an. a ſpirk. of utter 

« bility, of the grofſeſt indecency and tifulneſs, of groſs * 
« bjurdity, of 2 22 railing and abuſe, of untharitable and. 
| cc impious preſumption z-—can this be a ſpirit of truth?“ 1 
Mr Gib la ys derm theſe canons of criticiſm as an infallible 5 

teſt of truth yeh fair dealing, in_the'Preface to his Refuge e of 

| lies fweeped away, Re. + e has proved them in the diſpute 
he maintained againſt FW of his elders; and red 4 com. 
n hem to, the pudlic, I fe eft himſelf an 4 bis + 
friends to bring my priface : is appendix, containing a te- 
fence of ſolemn copenanting, in oppoſition. to chat preface ; 
and the preſent performance, to that Touch. rr and I fur? 
ther intreat them to pronounce an partial . entence u Oh 
the character, ſpirit and  demerit, 'q "each and all of ck 5 ; 
8 80 dieces. _ all 
reſt of m) KA 0nd Bs eh 2 f 
20 Den one o the ableſt judges. of fine writing, 
the ſüdject, in the extract I have made from . 1 

He has given the beſt account T remember to have foe 5 5 

where, of the little arts uſed by eme authors, to 4 
fayoutite cauſe, and defame a ſtubborn adverſary. un-* 
derſtood buman nature, he Knew the world, and ks hat 2 
aten 2 an 2 25 in the art of . A morat picture. 
| ſaucy, 8 us, 3 phifter is his . 
| py : and the world judge of 35 likeneſs, whatever - 
pains we take to procure 4 favourable ſentence at that bar. 
To the end 1 may be enabled to judge with « "of 
: degree of certainty and underflanding, I have yielded to W 
| 2 ail nee of of publiſhing'my own infamy; by giving #* . 
** pt of the. whole ſecond part of Mr Ci = 
N 5 A volume” of his work, entitled, * 
5 nar ch: a diſplay of the ſeceflion- -reſtimony; He, 
8 nd doubt, ſuppoſes he has overthrown the opinion T had” 
| endeayotired to eſtabliſh in the preface he attacks. Moft of | 
his people SONY un che fot r this, * K 
bf, 1 85 280 10 IR 8 N * ie mw” 
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"I els avs Uh gn only. eaſes, wherein che chure 10 
. . e, 1 mand, fo ma | 
ene tin or duty, . truth ot error. Fred 
aliont of the ans in Horehs, FI Fig 


chapters; 188 | 
3 55 the A oſhua, - 


A * 

Fx 8 5 EE FE i 
2 ron. es . 0 EKI v3 

LIC the Zed of * eee * tl 


A 8 7 * bs "Oar 


* 5 


[AER 


Nehemiah,” chapters ix. and x. The examples in the New 
Teſtament, are preciſely of the ſame kind. To a cc 
venant with the Lord, in any other circumſtances,” and for 
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any other purpoſes, than to bind unto duties preſently incum. 


bent on tlie covenanters, in virtue of their preſent and pecu- 

liar ſituation in providence; or, to fortify themſelves againſt 2 

preſent and peculiar dangers or, to promote a preſent refor- 
mation among themſelves ;—is equally contrary to ſeripture 


and common ſenſe. (3.) Covenanting ſhould always be ma- 
naged with a view to the time to come. Mercies that have been 
received, and tranſgreſſions of the law of God, in time paſt,” 


may, and ſhould be conſidered as motives to this duty; bur 


the duty itſelf carries the mind only forward to future con- 


duct. In the days of Nehemiah, the Jews entered into à co- 


venant. The mercies God had beſtowed on their fathers and 


themſelves, and the fins which themſelves and their fathers 


had committed, induced them to enter into the covenant ;/. 
but the covenant they made, had only a reſpect to preſent re- 
formation and future duties: and therefore they fſay—* Bg-"" 


cations, * we" make a ſure covenant,” namely, to 


future duties, and to ref the preſent diſorders and ans a-* 


mong us; Neh. ix, 38. (4.) Scriptural covenanting was al- 


* cayſe of all this” ſeries of mercies, judgments, and pro 
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ways managed upon 'principles which fully ſatisfied all that 
feared God, about the propriety and reaſonableneſs of hat 


the covenanters did; becauſe they always ſwore an adherence 


to revealed truth, and engaged by their oath to reform their 5 1 


oun ways, and to obſerve their own duty, according to the 


word of God, and the manifeſt calls of his providence- This 
being the matter and purpoſe of their yows, their covenanting*. 
was univerſally edify ing to the ſaints. (5.) Seriptural cov 


.  Hanting by ſolemn oath was never reckoned either w_— 
or ſeaſonable, except in extraordinary circumftances : atid"thele+ 
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extraordinary circumſtances were. evident to all concerned; 
being new occurrences. Either providence had placed them 


in a new ſituation, which every one perceived to be uncdnes. 
monly dangerous ; or, their own fins were uncommon. 


gravated. In either of theſe caſes, their circumſtances e 


-- univerſally allowed to be extraordinary. (6.) The nor” - 


ſeriptural covenanting was, to acknowledge God as the Le 


of the faith, obedience,” and reſigned ſubmiſſion of the coves: .- 
\natigers4 and to promote, in their own ſouls, a deep impre(> © | 
Bon of his truths, a deteſtation of their own ſin ful courſes, 
aud an humble walking yith God in the midſt of the dangers. 
they were beſet with. (J.) The plan of ſcriptural covenant- 
ie ed, botk: ander the Javith. and Clin Bee 
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. The Lord ——— 5 reel 2 
nd des this aouenont, he commanded Moſes to made a ca: 
venant with them in the land of Mash, Deus, xxix· 1. Joſhua 

- made a covenant with Lira) before his death, chap. kXiv. 25. 
ask, 20d Benjamin, and others, ia the days of Ala, en- 
= Zered inte à covenant, 2: * 12. Jehoiada — 2 
dcovenant, 2 Chron, Xxiü. 16, It was in Heyekiah's heart to 
male a conenant, 2 Chron, xxix, 10, Joſiah made à cover 
ant, 2 Chron. xxxiv. 31. Zedekiab mage a covehant, Jer: 


- ARNiy- 8. and all the people entered inte the covenant, yerd, | 
10. Ezra and the Jews made a covenant, Ezra z. 3. and in 
che time of Nehemiah, the princes, Levites, andpricis, mage a ſure 
* coycgant,Neb.ix. 38.—1 bayc particularly cited the yery expreſs 
_ | Hons uſed about ſcripture-covenaptipg, that jt mey appear in 
What light the Holy Ghoſt has repreſented every ſuch tranſac- 
| 4 jon. It is always deſcribed as a tranſaclion entirely neu, It 3 is * 
= ne ver once called the renewing of a farmer «covengnt ;\ hut is 
> conſtantly ſaid to be a moking, or entering into a covenent, wi 80 
1 WE ur any recognition on any former covenant. No geve- 
1 eating upon che ſeripture- plan, recogniſed, . 
d approved only the book gf God's cauenant but not the c- 
F - wanants made, or entered into by men. Whenever the Jews: 
F. covenanted, it is Seeed only avouchedahe Lord to be their 
904, preciſely according to the tenor of his own word, as it re· 
. ferred to their preſent circumſtances and character. | hal- 
lepge any perſen to produce fo much as one 28 from 
de Biple, of eicher Jews or Chriſtians reneu 
”  couenant by any ſuture aath.— If it be ſaid. Bo all the. 
| -* Fukure-<ovenanis of Irael were but a renovation pf the cover 
want which the Lord made with them is Horeb; re, hag 
E. Fol. There is ſureiy ſome difference between the Lords Hi 
| g benant 9th men, and men's entering inte a covenant wrt 
© hb Lord. When God makes a covenant with wen, as he did 
wa Uracl in Horeb, he avouches them to be his people, and 
dies them hi laws, ſtatutes, and ordinances, expretsly re- 
em to believe what be has revealed, and te do 
daes commanded; but when men make a covenant 
= wal God, they avquch him to be their God, eng v4 
4 | ch fach, obedience, caution, and . reformation, as 
| ploy: . and ſituastion require. Can any body be 
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e to perceive ſome difference in theie things? { 
= had pe her eye 40, zhe, coyenant at Horgb,: I | 
. 5 in 88 e covenants; than merely 88 it contained ⏑ ] I 
* of the will and authority of Cod. Then is not the a 
ee em 2 8 Wa 33 wa 
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' q | 5 and C 
always They made, or tbuy entered into a couenunt: du 
there is not tlie remoteſt him, that they renewed, or repeate® 
their adheranre to che deed of their fathers ®, From an his 
follows, (8.) That it is moſt unfair and unjuſt to charge 
the Burghers with denying any of our covenanted principles, 
batt chey do not renew tie covenants of our forefathetss © 
Keither reaſon gor the ſeriptures will warrant ſuch. an in · 
ference from ſuch premiſſes. Did the Jews, ia the days of 
Nene mia, hobd any other than the covenamed principles 
Hrael Had maintained towards the time of foſhua's death ; 
becauſe, when they made a ſute covenant, they took no no- 
tics of Jothua's covenant? They may be allowed to have 
made à covenzoe on the ſame plan, and to the fame purpofe; 
with tat of Jolittay” but they did nor pretend to feuew his 
covenant... Indeed, the plati muſt have been the ſame in all 
their covenatitss becauſe they covenanted to keep the law of 
Moſes, dad to de rhe will of God. Bat if men make the 


7 


apf . their farhers made for religion the ground - work 
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ofthgir oa covenanting, there can neither be uniformity 
nov nigch/ religion in their moſt zealous contendings: abo mw 
it f. (p.) Tae Aotiburghers have no reaſon to iu the 


i 9 | 8 a g 
-* Aprecable to this was the pra cee of tha chureh of Scotland in nn 
periods. The hiſtory. of hee covenziting is cicarly explained-in the Af rf re 
te Me. Nur p. 31-38 where ve are told that, i the 1 amd! 
6c. 2591, he Couteiſiou of Faichy or national! covenant, was firfy fwors aud! 4 
4 ſabſcribed/by peridns of all ranks. Thie covenaot' was renewdd-in the! 4 
% rer 15907 aud thopgh thei nine years only. had clupfed after the f 
$4 g of- that covenant; puta gerivral bond was added od 
© comaining-4 oer iner 04TH. ——Afterwards, in the year #6 38, when 
«. our. reforawrs cenewed the national: covert, they ſa met to layiatide 
ny. 2 bond adued thereto; wade which had been nationaily ſworn and! * 
4 ©. fabfſeribed in the year 2590, and, they foamed: and. added 4 wi w'anws. - 
id „ 047 W.— k iv further to be obſcrved hete, tet the ani ee 
8 «45 H m 2220 won in the yearr 130 and 1590, was u rar 
ud «or TO H WHICH WAS SWORK in the yeat r. o. , 
c- 6 formers confitered- aud ſpoke of this wer bond, % a Ora 
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e ,n PROM THE FORMER 00 pEnaNT. —— The 2008 πT ee 

„ Was FAAMEo'in the yrar 1638, % in in form and words; www 1 
. and DISTINCT CONFESSION o Parr u /Cor RANT, )Vawnk! 2 
10 % & SPPAKATE QAT 8, — — — — covments was not 4 
dir : „% A & Ty but 4 PART or | 3 
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4 2 r a 44.2; 23k „ ee 
be j for, i altogriber uprecedemed io. ths: chunks. | i 
b (faith Fon OTE piclbyery). ted 1b 6 1 5 th. 19's; fit © 
by. Foe. manifeGiog, filng.it may be proper, in.the Ark plage, 0. tghy a oiin gt Ul 
. the pracher of the church gf Ifracd 3g malay 208 rene panned V 
_ * „ e e people... 
«at, Hog, Ned N. j in the lang off Mosh, Deut. zii, f in d 1 = 
of I g 4 r .; = 
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into 2 covenant, or to make one: for, firſt, t 2 


9 od in their form of covenanting, upon a long hiſtory of fins, 
3 8 lf 10 ee * * inn, OY in e 
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* 2 in the days of Nebemiah, Meh in-anf 6 Now, we Sod not any; 006 
| * inſtance. that Iſrael, in revewing covenant, did, at any time, repeat the 
dom and words of a former covenant; yea, it is plain they never did: 
t- * Ahough we have inſtances of their acknowledging and-mourning over the 
= breach of farmer covenants, Yet will Mr Nairn venture to ſay, That Ifract 
never renewed their covenants 7.or, * when they entered of new into 
deosenant, they thereby did bury, ſopite, and deſtroy former covenants 
tis indeed is the native conſequeuce of Mr Nairn's ſcheme.” Pa aye 2 9 FM 
| — 9 intelligent reader of the preſbytery's anſwer to Mr Nairn's ob 
-. againſt the ſeceding bond, viz, That it was's quite, different oath from 7 70 — Coe. 
. 2 under the pretence of rene wing them will find, that the preſbyiery bas 
proved, both from ſcripture, and precedents, and common ſenſe, the abſurdi 
of Mr alta, idea of RENEWING RELIGTOUS COVENANTS. Ml „. 
copenants' are the ſame in ſabſtance, and aim at one general purpoſes —— 
of them all is, to bind the ſoul unto the truths and duties of * 


| 4 5 But in this ſepſe,, every. Chriſtian covenanter may be ſaid to rene w 
= 1 Jo in o Ng 


_ covenanr, or to renew the covenant of the Jews in the da 
the ſame propriety as be may be ſaid to the national covenant of Scot» 
Core nine Jeagu and covenant of Britain and Ireland, All theſe 
iſh. and Chriſtian e the , moſt zealous friends to cove». 
5 vg, * be the ſame bs 9 Mante, and to aim ate übe ſame purpoſes. The 
in the nature of the Jewiſh, and Chriſtian diſpenfations cannot be 
as an objection to the W of theſe covenants: becauſe the dif- 
; penn diipenſations is only circuniftantial, and not eſſential. ot. 
ever, in enſe any objection of this ſort be thought to lie againſt repreſenting 
the. Brigſh Sung, s the ſame in fubſtance | and | defign. with 4 
Jewiſh. covenants, + viz. That theſe covenants refer to different diſpenſa- 
tions I may ſutely be allowed to ſay, that, "ſuppoſing the Britiſh cove- 
mute to be every way agreeable. to the New Feſtament,* they muſt be the 
Ne 1 tin ſubſtance and defign with the covenants: of the 1 churches. b 
| Wk then were not the folema'covenants, firſt of Seien, F! terwards ' 
and Ireland, original conſidered as a [renovation of the cove- 
— ob the apoſtolic a hurches? Nay, why was not the ſolemn league and 
« covenant, ſo far as it concerned Scotland, confidered. as a renovation of the | 

- National covenant of Scotland? Were not both covenants as much the ſame 
Vich each other in their ſubſtance and purpoſe, 'as the ſeceding band is be 
-- Tame with either, or both of-thein 2 Or, can it be alledged, that the circume' 

' Jtances of the kingdom of Scotland, when the national covenant was framed, 
duch of; Britain and lreland, 'when the ſolemn league was entered into, were 
more different hm the circumſtances of the apoſtolie churches, than the 
{circumſtances of Seteders att from the circumſtances of the realm of 
when the national covenant was ſworn, and of Beitain and Ite- 

2 ous the-folemn league was made ?—But if the national — and 
| e were never imagined to bt a renewing of the covenants of 

755 as why uf the Seceders covenanting be recke 415 
ingot the, national covenant and ſolemn league. 
WET Tome” inconfiderare- zealot will impeach this dais as „alls | 
1 1 Will probably reply; 5* that the Kingdoms of Scotland, England, 
. "W 2 ne Hela od,” were never under” the obligation of ap 22 ot the 888 of 
_ £250 the apoſtolic churches ; whereas the Seceders are con under the ob- 
. * . 2 of out deten md ee 1 mull! beg leave t& be of 4 different. 
obinfan on 9 ee eee * the churches wy ee 
2 | | ry 


3 In the 4 of Ezra A. \ — the Jews cone 
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; venant, and ſolemn league, even previous 


force of ſound ar 
: . oath in 4t elf, and 


| the preſby 


_ renovation they mean 


- 4 bind poſterity. unte the duties therein mentioned, any other way than it m 
* ſuit the circumſtances God ſhould place them in 
pas. They neat ſhew, that 


| unto the caſe of our fathers in the laſt century, 


be/abliged to have a different » meaning fram theirs, 4 10 time, perſunt, amd. 3 
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. imilar caſes. Upon this p 
. _ Nolie churches laid as — — — upon the people in Scotland. 
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ed their own fins, and theſe, of their fathers, with faſting, 
before they made their covenant; conper the reformation 4 | 
wank own N 1 ene ae a . "A 


af» FA Fy 


kitory F iration, are not on| « pattern 10 all 
Chriſtians, but @ rule of duty, and - a rule that has the obligation of aJaw ini all 
iple, I affirm, that the covenants the apo- 4 


4 


the duties engaged to in the national co- 
ir ſwearing cither of faid _ 
oaths, as theſe public oaths do, or can lay at Naar, pon Sereders: :- 9 
But the preſbytery has proved, in the pages referred to, ein elearneſi, and 
ere every tranſallios in ceuenanting, is e caniplete 
ſtinct from every former or other oath : in zort, they bave _ 
ated that NO RELIGIOUS COVENANT CAN BE A PROPER x- 
NOVATION OF, A FORMER COVENANT. They allow that the matter 
and-deſign of all religious covenants are the ſame. They ſhew, that the truths" ant 
de muſt, in every ſeveral covenant} be avouched, and errors and fins 
muſt be renounced, in an exaft, accommodetion of them to the preſent ciramſtances of, 
the, covenanters. And, finally, they make it evident, that the ci 5 of 
the covenanters, which are ng alterations, will neceſſarily Sant 


land, and Ireland, concerning al 
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pays undergel 
fo male mam changes in the form and words of the oath, or at leaſt to 
new applications of a former oath-unto- other perſons, thiags, times, and caſes. Now, 
rr by, ; = place, itn . yer r : 
nf oath / and con vently, the ita # is wot a enovation a 
oath, but the nlibing of « te ! lete covenant. { 1 Any i 
kar katate the via many — this ſubject, is, the tide of | 
y's act, for RENEWING the national covenant of Scotland. 
and the ſolemn league and covenant of the three nations.” But the fol- 
lowing part of that title is generally overlooked, which. explains what fort og 
W in a way and manner agreeable. to Our 
eient ſituation eircumitances in this period.“ * when the gs mo Bey. 
by ee lee, a gs in thy es.: aA 
h our reforming foretathers; entered into in the laſt century, $f 4455 | 
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Anſwers to Mr N, 
every religious covenant muſt be frame] with + 
ſtrict regard to the Preſent circuraſtances of the covenanters, and the preſent. 
ſpecial calls of God's, word and providence. untp them, at the time ben, 
{wear it : and they affirm, that the form of a covenant which, did quadrate: | 
does not quadrate od rg Eby 
ibid. p.2.9. They ayow the neceſſity of framing aue bond or oath, both: 
oun preſent condition was unforeſeen, and unprovided for, in the covenant. . 


of gur anceſtors; and becauſe in preſentiy ſwekting their covenant, we would. 


s, of elſe it could not be our. . re tn „ 

renovation of our covenant-, which Aſſociate preſbytery promo 
ted, was not intended to be a ſmearing . over again. any of the covenants 
which were ſworn in the laſt century, or the | century. before itz hut they. © 
would . 4s an r EA drawn ab on 
umſtances, as mu 
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. Wee . r 
bet he had” confeſſed, | weeping, and caſting Ki ſob 
9 «down before the houfb ef God, there adembled dato him 
7 gut of Hruel, 4 very rent congregation of men, aud wes 
we, and children; for the people wept very fore. And 
3 48 cc Shechaniah the ſon of Jehiel, one of the ſons of Ela 

| * & uwe red aud [fff unto We have trefpaſſed again ll 
. % our God, add. have taken ſtrange wives of che people « of 
4 B < the hand: yet now there is hope 12 Hraal concerniag this 


s ' Now therefore ler us make a covenant with ou 
13 ” 40 pur away all the wives, and factt av are born of 
1 . 1 according to the counſel of my lord, and of choſe 


| 3 4 ps. pred wetnbke- av the commandment 61 our God, and let ir 
ö © io Boe according to che law. Ariſe, for this matter 
5 # 8 eth unto theey we alſo will. be with thee: be of 
1 3 and do h. Then avole Rara, and 
. thief prieſte che Levirey, and att Hrach ro ſwear; thas 
« how do dcr, ty this word and they faire”. 
From thete verſes it is plain, that their confeſfion was a di- 
| Sack cxerciſe from their cov eig hae their. covenane 
= by i e I n their eon ſo as to ce 
_ chat cqnfefnön * Went cal, aud make ir x pitt "of 
—t 


cee Rar: : and—that the matter of their covenant. was only 
B . N . filrny rare 


| Ange el free 2 0 91 of thi now nah, bor wp 
Panty hey te 70 addiupur the whote,. that the 3 
E Eq; 1 78417 ſworr fince chic $982, aud 1g av the (affockate: preſs 
tive" oben prod. Mp. 91.4434 bus Whenever it was renewedy | 
ei m p e un), 1 wie aluoꝝ maden and orght abe ay 10 
d eth made, for the purpoſe: antÞ the nato cνονννν wis nvver in 
ee be fever givin upon the gone. Hke original fr e in its ori 
8 „ —— in ies fc meaning, 
F 3 — N Nery have alſd made ovitzat,: ibi y. 30. Prom a wit 
Aon, =) — the Sutyhers are un 8 — of fbr act re newe/ 
covenants. (z.) That their” bose mast be, when 
| 5 B=D a ſeaſonable duty, n motr, or enter d/o newt, or uiiat a. 
| WE" renew = former” covenant (&) Thar: their opinion abet e 
hene alaafe of ſores burgef · otf¹ů cam never: be am obſtroction to thb 
nnn upon dat plan- Audf tn] Thurit iv a great mistake ta ſuppoſe 
. that the ſwearing of the Jeceding bond, which" is W very” Bede” adapted: o'r 
* of the Secederv it 1, ir a a Pwraru of the opment) of 
. 5 — nrege oben atk} it" N a- greate# Mill ts imigine; 
x ie of ſaid hemd iv ſwreridg "t#-adbirouce” 10. the —2 
abr, alivving che ſt 'hont to be ̃ of ewe tute te core 
= — — the ſuid boud wirel wwys/intended to he à complete oH 
| ; pt ea r . e pariou al Eoveltunis aud 
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Mo ee day. N Am ing are * rhe as from a 


Ii, K. and Neb. ix. 4. The nature of their covenant was a2 KC 
Jolenin-engagemont to reform their own preſeut fins, and to 


peefarm cheir duty in time to come: and to do bath errording | 

t6 10 the low of Cal. Sacangiy, The form of covenaming 
proſendly uſed by the Antiburghers; is no way adequate tp tha 
of their pneſent corenaming, Their hiſtorical de- 


: 2 of che evils they confeſa, does not reach lower than 

413, and confequensly, cannot ſuit the preſent 
$ we ſay, that there art no Dew accurronces in the 
_ 7 4wenty-cight years, which pught 40 be ſalemnly te- 
ſtified againit. The Avtiburghers certainly cannot adopt Ts 7 


2 


excuſe ʒ having, within that period, found themfely 
ged to proceed with the higheſt cenſuncs of the 


urch 


againſt fo many of their brethren; having alſo depoſed and 


excommunicated Mr Thomas Mair, for holding what they call 
an Arminian tengt s end having done many other rear 

able things, Ware they brought into no at dangers? And. 
were they, u 
duties, by 


2 new occurrences among their connections? 


Why then do they forbear to enlarge their acknowladgment 4 


of ns; that it may ſuit hears 
excule they can make 


eſent circumſtances? The 
r this neglect ub, * That 


acknowledgment of fins, 3 the bond, as they now: 


« ftand, are materially a fuſficient ole, agaĩaſt the whole 
6“ of theſe ſins,” But this excule is no dels extra 
the ne Gas mich 19 6.996 06 on. Spaagy' 
this principle, the preſent ackoowledgment of 5 
preſent bond, which ane manifeſtly adapted 10 the a bonds.” 
1s bcotland, in ita infant-ſtate, will ſuit every period of the 
Seceſſiaa is Scotland; and what is ſtill more remarkable, 
they will ſuit every place of the earth, where Secedem may 
happen to be, without any addition, dimunition, ar alteras: 
tion ? Upon this principle too, our farcfathers muſt he 
condemned for having drawn one :acknowledgment of tins in 


land. Was not che fickt materially a ſuſficient teſtimo 
gainſt all the fins they confeſſed in the ſecand? Let 
nable champions far the cauſe of Chriſt, anne ww thief 


t . 
ep —— as not he farm of a 3 555 fo ING 
my pee. is roithe fame eFoQ as 


* < 
- _ _ 1 "x2 
a 8 N. . 
: os 8 
Fa > VI 2 1 a WY 3 2 Ed N p 
1 3 * 1 "IP © * 1 _ tt * Fug * 5 * * 7 - > , _ 
5 +. £ 1 "+? + ts * «+ tte n 2 » BY 


a 2 >» 
* Kg" (i * 1 
2 12 7 


their ewn principles, called to ao new 
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1638 “, and another in £648, at their covcnauting in py; 2 


r of their preſent fos neceſſarꝝ ia anſwer , 
purpoſes of a ſolemn covenant-in 1648 1 and it is manifeſt, 
Wo eee e is eee, e 1 
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dg, where. = wk ot 3 2 
—— as 2 in . — uy: fireagth. 
. 'reaſons- may e r which 
ill probably ro oh for, . he ng 
0 enlarge their acknowledgment - 1 oF prefixed to 
, the. {bond for renewing our covenants. I-ſhall at preſent 
only mention — wg . an approbation of all the cen 
"Suh they the Burghers, is rather too ftrong 
an article for either 9222 or people to aſſert, in an ex- 
. 8 oath to the Met High; and yet the omiſſion of this ar · 
3 gicle/would have an odd look. I ſhall only add, (10.) That 
che Durgbers cangor at preſent covenant with unanimity 
among their connections, nor, to the general edification of 
ſuch us fear God: and therefore they acquieſce in the appro- 
-, * Vation'of that ſyſtem which our forefathers engaged by oath 
; 1 eden and obſerve. That ſyſtem they believe to be the 
4 ſyſtem of *#aith, concerning doctrine, worſhip, diſcipline, and 
Wo ent; (to be obſerved by divine appointment in the 
hriſtian church), Which was once delivered to the ſaints. 
1 5 believe it to be divine in its original, and in its authori- 
vx 2 who conſrcience. They are perſuaded; that no hu- 
oach can add any obligation to that which ariſes from 
1 w ok God: and Abe ag wget that if we either omit 
_ the' duties explicitly ed to by our forefathers, whoſe 
e known to 3 Is 9 the ſins: the en- 
to put ay in either of theſe caſes, even'our Jin, in 
le matters, myſt have at higher aggravation of ie add 
. The nature of fuch fins of omiſſion and com- 
. miſſion, lies who!ly-in their being tranſgreſſions of the law of 
God; dut the aggravations . fins ariſe from their being 
done againſt theſe menſures of light and conviction concern» 
2 4 ing known and acknowledged | ſin and duty, which render the 
23 e of the law. of God a ſelf. condemned criminal. 
In this ſenſe the Burghers ſtedfaſtly maintain the obligation 
of our ſolemn covenants; and if the Antiburghers under- 
_ Rand it in any other ſenſe, it is proper they ſhould let the 
ret aue what they mean by it. But if chis is all they 
mean, they certainly ought in juſtice to retract hs many 
F 4 fle aſper{ions they Have thrown- upon the Burghers, as ff 
4 they were * covenant · breakera, enemies to à cove- | 
=—  nantedwork: of .veformation; apoſtates from the cauſe of 
= God aud wuth, with many other illiberal r im- 
purations; all which are things we allow no. 0 
1 ae. 1 *have--endeavoured to chat h eftion, 
not renew th 
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word; that they owa, in the higheſt and nobleſt ſenſe, the 


venanting is an occaſfonal work; that a cov-nant muſt be 
aways nale for the preſent ſias, duties, and' dangers of the 


Who make @ covenant, and them that do not; and placing 


+ probable, becauſe their acknowledgment af fins,” with re- 


| Re will not invalidate my opinion about renewing religiqus. 


the former cayenants they had entered into. . Lhave,obſerved, 


eaſe. way. be illustrated by. a familign: gram 


Have affirmed, that they do maintain all ſeriptural covenant. 
ed principles, to the beſt of their knowledge; bat they derive 
the obligation of theſe principles from the authority of God's 


binding force of theſe covenants of our forefathers; that co- 


covenanters; that the Antiburghers covenanting is not ma- 
naged upon the ſcriprhre-plan; that, ſuppoſing the Seceding 
acknowledgment of fins perfectly true and evident, it ought 
never to b: reduplicated upon in their band, ſo as to become 
any part of their oath; and thut a public covenant 2 
never be entered into, except there be ſomething new and 
extraordinary iu the caſe of the perſons who covenant, and 
except theſe circumftances, which are new aad extraordinary, ' 3 
be alſo generally perceived, and generally acknowledged td | 
be a ſufficient call to make a covenant concerning them. 
I fear the genuine form and purpoſes of religious cove - I 
nanting are dot commonly underſtood: for there is Tome, 
reaſon to believe, that miny Who are zealous for that work 
at preſent, would he more coal, if they conſidered it in any ' ⁵ 
other light, than as ſetting a wall of partition between them 


the covznanters on higher ground, and in a mare ſacred 1db- 
cloſure, than other prufeſſors atrain.to; This is the more- 2 


ference to which they ſwear, is intolerably ſevere upon many f 
who finiſhed their courſe with faithfulueſs to Gad, and ian 
the joys of the Holy Ghoſt: but in ſaid acknowiedgments | 3 
they but gently touch their on offences with their litt? 
fager. in ſhort, it is vodeniable, that they look upon 


 eqvenanting rather as a bearing witneſs againſt others, than s 


an engaging to reſor m themfelues, and to perform their e 

7 e n A. „ n © (6 IP? 164 
cauenants, that the covenants made by Iſrael and Judah were "1 
all the ſame in ſubſtance; nor will it follow, from this prin« + 
Eiple, that every following covenant was a renovation of a 


above, that all their covenants were the ſame in ſubſtance 2 
and have ſhewn upon what principle they muſt have been 
the ſame in ſubſtance. But there was nq repetition of bx 
former covcnant whin-they made a new one z nor did the 
eher, directly or indirectiy, intimate, that they referred to 
any former covenant their fathers had made, When ex 
dgvenanted for themſeſves on any occaο 2 The þ 


IF" EK 


Ty, 


5 "RD Lins by faith, or walk in love, 3 are . repeating· 
the ſame exerciſes of mind, and performing aver again the 
fame duties; yet no man vho underſtands the golpel-ſcheme, 
4 would call their. repeated exerciſing of faith, a renovation of 
their former exerciſe of it ; or their repeated acts of love, a 
renewing of their former acts of it, In the continued living ta 
faith, and walking in love, a Chriftian ſhould fix his whole. 
Attention, not on what he has attained to, but on the faith - 
l E ful word and ſovercign authority of Ihn The very 
fame was the caſe of the Jews, who entered into covenant 
wich God; ahd the ſame ſhoutd- be the cafe with Chriſtians, 
in their covenapting, according to that expreſs directory, 
LE: iii. 3- 5% Remember bow thou baft rene and dern 
and bold fait, and repent.” *. 
"Afi it be ſaid,. © that I am an enemy to covenaniing;” 1 ap- 


1 X - * 
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IN 


on 5 can have no. 
er confeflion of 
their; * 


. againſt the objectors to the equity, candour, and ju- 
dee of every: reader, —lf it be objected, '** that 1 * not 
yy PROP 3 irh 
y the eountry having 3 1 the ele 
© ſons, as proper for the . conſideration of the oe 22525 and 
people, ] ſubmit them to the reader. 
in) Both not the law of God —_— irs, War every eovenant 
1 entefed imo 3 and with — and «nderſtonding of, 
. the certainty and gaodneſs of every | N to; and of the exiſtence and 
l evil ot every t thing ſworn again{l Jer. iv. a. „ Thou ſhalt ſwear, The 
40 Lord liveth, in truth, in judgment, and in rightcouſnels.” Neh. . 28. 
„The Ten of the people, '&6—every one having knowledge, and * 
2 * oc wing underſtanding, entered into an oath. Eccl, v. 4 6. When thou 
; Avocent a, yow unto God,—luffer not thy mouth to cauſe thy fleſh to Ll 
3 — «neither y thou before the zügel, it was an error 'wherefore hole 
| *© be angry at thy voice?“ 
() Are not our Antiburgher friend conſcious} tar vierhups nineteen 
- pans of ewenty among their covenanters, have no proper knowledge of ma- 
OS. in their bond ? Have not many been admitted tor ſwear it, ng 
d ſcarc mit, on account of i ignorance, to the Lord's table? Nay 
. mi: ted ſome to Fear it, who had never previouſly read 425 
„%% Ce they not conſcious, jhot many have been admitted to ſwear it, 
without's proper tria of their knowledge of its content? 5 
44) Can they riſk a fair tris} Sa difintereſted judges, upon 2 twentieth 
2 their covenanters, that they have a competent knowledge of all the 
fwore ag inſt; or of Aae facts narrated wh 3 
Gag which the bond reduplicates 1 FE £731 
e 3 not conſcious, chat the bu of com 
7 . ola or.  towledge about many things in 
vs and bond, but what depends upon the authorf 
466.0 Have the Antiburgher, or other miniſten 
ile a\ dominion over men's faith an“ 
4 t we have do ninion over e #0 
Th ſhould not ſtand in the wiſdom of men. 1 
ö bene n leſs anti l 
won y oh or otherwiſe;.ro;Jome facts a et. or 
ainſt pthers, MERELY Pen ab 44uthari of . 1 than fon 
2 ms! * im Sclieve as their therch believes i—) 
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a Lv op 
4 ee of covenanting, in » oppoſition f ts 7 
the Preface of a late Survey. — Taken from a Book - 
entitled, The Freſent Truth: A dee of be 
i Seceſſion-teſlimony.” BY "a. FAOAS. 1B, vol. An 2 
p. 355, r 3860. | 


CN. B. As all the references in the body of the lee venta 4 2 
the pages of the PREFACE Mr Gib peruſed are retained, the marginal re- * 
ferences on it direct to the pages of this new edition of the patrack. Gd XY 
ſame order i bs obſerved i in the D38PLAY with regard to che DT ENG. J | 


Ai Pamp ;hlet was publiſhed about three years ago,—enti- 
9 84 * . Survey of the controverſy ſo 


* 


I” 3 Jong - 
of Chriſt, as. the. 38 who ought to be heard 2 
in all things ? and how can a work, conducted upon ſuch looſe principles, - i 
either glorify God, ot promote the intereſts of real religion! | 
+ (7-) Has gheir covenauting been adorned with any remarkableidereaſe of the . of 
vine fruits of the Spirit, mentioned Gal. v. 2 —26. Jam. iii. 17 16. 22 Ty 
3. 5. 6. 7. 1 Cor. xiii: 2.—7.? What do they more han others, in-poiut of 19j 9 4 
Joy, peace, long · ſuffering. gentleneſs, goodneſs, faith, meekneſe, temperance 
7 22 le Uelicgus'of vAIN-GLORY, and more careful than others, nee 
voke nor to en the ſaints? le their wiſdom firſt pure, theu 
— 6 nas entle, and 2 to be. intreated, rult of Meer and 3 
_ Fruits, —— partiality, and without by pocrily. ? Does their love; t 
brethren remarkably abound, with the glorious fruits of - Chriſtian chatte 
_ whick' ſufferechlong, and is kind; which cavieth not; which vaunceth not 
\ &cfelf, is not puffed up, doth not behave herſelf unfeemly, ſeekerh not — - 


own, is not ea ay voked, thinketh no evil, * icezh not in iniqui 4 
rejoiceth in ath; and which beateth all thiug', believeth all — ; 
_ Hopeth all 1 4 all things ? Nay, can it be denied, thai many © 
1 2 them even goo of Gate e Jae and bitterly reproach the Burghers | 
| or neglecting it | 
Ayn (8.) Wee nt boating bt their corenanzing, ; » if e-* 7 
K l were * principal part; if not the TC wg * religion, coalilt with a tewl evan- 
N | gelical manner of performing the duty ? row can it be_recoficiled-to' 
" of . Luke xvii. 10. When ye have dane ail thoſe things 
9 h ace 4 e 25 fy, bed vaprovitable ſervants ??? 4 
40 * .) - When covenaotipg is ſo implicitly gone abaut, when it produces b 
Chriſt WF nr and ves it i Followed A dach Soaking mis not the | © 
3 bows temptcd to luſpect, it is promoted rather . as. a bond 10 confirm ad 
5 han as a means of cloſe wallting with-Chrift?* > 


er a; 
53 wry In the L OS ſtate of the chunky” whey the fearers of God - 1 
: 2 >". tans Og ,—have we; 4uh/theſe cireumſtances; - 1 
Fam: or, at least fi" px ome, nine 1 
Wy 1 — 7" Can, the .cuds of edificninalw hana "Q 2 
. 2 3 1 77 |, {SNAG var, oc 
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og agitated in the Seceflion, 3 to the PA 
> Aue of ſome . with a Prefage,—wherei 
ording to the tit -page) * the nature and ſeaſons. of 
3 of public covenanting are explained upon [cripturc-principles; 
in order to ſatisfy the ſcrupulous; about the enpediency 
aof renewing our ſolemn covenants at preſent,” 
bad be would imagine, from ch 


5 719887 perſons about che preſent expediency of the renova - 


9.4 But, under this falſe face, the real deſign and 
- deavour is, not only to promote and. config ks, * 
3 every ſuppoſition of ſuch expediency ;; but alſo 
2 defame and abolith that ſolemn work altogether ; tending 


ben, reader, about the whole affair. 


* Jet been made, upon the Aſſociate Preſbytery's method and 
- appointinent/,of covenanting work, by another and mort 
notable mark of treacherous diſingenuity ; like the. part 


. 


ip. it is not made by one who had hever ackvow- 
edel, or had fairly renounced the. ſtate of the Secefon» 
2 1 but by —— who ſtill pretends, as if he and his 
party (in the ſynod of the: ſepararin brethren) were the ory 
i= ſucceflors or the Aſſqciate Pre yrery in their conſtity- 
Firſt 


ground, as to the riſe and grounds, original 
x. * of the Seceſſion, re hive. $6 FE Hd part ok 
$ 8 * rhe teſtimony they hid: E ou! Ar 

Ide Prefacer manages. na | 8 
3 e work, by way of aufwer to what 

3 calls that ha ein, el bie ſays, „ che Burg her: 


- i. aby of them, It ſhould EEE u Boney reprelented.— 
80 queſtion about why 1 not proceed in covenanting- 
Work, according 40 — Act of the Afeeigte Freſpytery for 


2 pirpoly; i 2 as) PP protend,—they hate till 5 the 


ald vonſent to . 
Lee Gere — 24s 2 ths — . 50 9 9 8 


, $4 
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95 


eſe words, that the 5 
ad been deſigued for ſolving and removing ſcruples ; thus 


10 corrupt the mind, and ſtupify the conſcience of his ſeru· 
Tais ntack is-atfo diflioguittied from all others that hats 


| * _ — acted [2 Sam. ili, 27+], under a maſk of friend- 
r 


N and e that they * have unitormly ke ap on their 


ation to co· | 
ol | 
$ 


3 ang Bis party) “ are often aſked, — by they do not re- 
new the covenanta, if ray maintain nothing but cove- 
= napted principles ?” f But there. is 4 p tpable de · 

eit, do tepreſeuting ki & a 0 i Erle en ever put 


18 to res Kent ee e principles; bow much pi 0 0 

and God giſhenoured by.cootradifiocy ſwearing! dif all (pariics 
vogue and general muit it be drawn} 
ls * the one ot ther a ſuitabie ee a e Cod, —_— | 
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» 7 mentioned, in order to their ſetting about it without 


* 


facer's manner of writing z with the malicious conſtructions 


a Aſſociate Synod, in that preface: but he, and his corre; 


| Pref renewing ſolemn, ; Covenants, and about the 'Aﬀſociate - 
which in a ſoft or apologetical manner is what he bas forfeits - 
| and OP 


| —he allows that in thret caſes, a public covenant or v 
% may be made” (putting theſe mites into--a diſtinguiſhed. 
| that ork, H unto the Lord z and tells, that, Me 


Pe Thus, ih 
and command, he gives none to their ſenſe, - with regard f 
covenanting g but really turns t off the footing ot duty or 


VParragt, —as what may be, or is authoriſed: a ſhort ben A 
+ Indeed, for ſefting tue conſtĩences of his ſorupulous-peri wn 


mhercin this may take place, are theſe, iz. When 73 
| the church is 5 into a ſituation which containga 4 
- $provideatial call to tant duties, connectad 7 


d brought into a fituation,: whereby. ber members are in 
great danger of falling from their ſtedfaſtneſs; or when 2 
_ # general reterm tion is to he accompliſhed,” that ia, us e 
_ *tpplaing/i, 55 a 


lord ia an other circumſtances, andfor anyocher 
ef E 2 2 E Leh common alle,” CAE, 2 1 


a K 2 g 


. ad and. reſtimpoyy 12s it was 


og the hands of that preſbytery. However, his way o 
hating the queſtion faved him a deal of trouble in anſwering/it, 
It would be buſineſs too low for this place, to chaſtiſe 
the Arrogance, impertinencies, and improprieties in the Pre · 


and ſuppoſitions, as alſo the virulent calumnies about laoſe + 
procedure in covenanting-work, — which are caſt. upon the 


ſpondent, whoſe invective he adopts,—are left to the fret 
enjoyment of whatever ſatisfaction they ** find in ſuch mea- 
ſures of ſcurrility and ſlander. It may be ſufficie nt here to 
expoſe his erroneous doctrine, about /elemn. covenanting, a- 


cſbytery's manner of renewing our covenants; à doing of 


ed all title ee the neee e 08; BY: wah 


ster LON J. 7 des e, AGES * 


2468 * 


1. 7Hen the Prefaiix has cold, when * ever .diſpus A 


ted, that “ codenanting is but an occaſional duty? 


are the only caſes wherein che church is authoriſed, by 
1 ſeripture. example or command, to make 4 covenant!” 


ough he given. com? room £0-5he =aiiidabdy Bl 


phligation in any caſey to reſt only upon the footing, of mere 


Hake — the neglect of that ſoleain work. 7 
II. The three caſes, which bg'diftates to be the BE — AY 


. wath. ber preſent e or When the is in providenese 4 


a pr. ſent reformation among the corcnanters:® 
and he pronouuces, that “to make 2 covenant: wick ——_ 


| 0 ales, according to any proper ſenſe of 
de ws, indeed very ſingular, even not ſuppofable, as 
did or can exiſt; that the church ſhould have 
N. 5 @ providencial call to ſome important duties connecteũ only 
oy 2125 her preſent condition :"' or, as he further expreſſes it, 
66 duties prefently incumbent on the covenanters, in virtue 
4 the ent and peculiar firuation in providence,” — 
An enforciũg of the call to certain duties, and an affordin 
- -of ſome new or peculiar occaſion for the performance of 
Fertain duties; theſe are things that may well enough be a- 
— ſeribed 40 providential circumſtances. But that avy duty can 
de founded upon ſuch eircumſtances, —as being incumbent 
z virtue of them, and connected only with them z or as du- 
dies whieh had no foundation before theſe circumſtances, nor 
| will have any after them: all this is certainly a very groſs 
* ation; which yet may ſerve to explode covenanting- 
fo far as r on that firſt caſe—while. People n 
never apprehend any ny ſuch duties as it proceeds u 

And it is obſervable, as to all the three caſes, when de. 

ri be the only raſes ; that the door is thereby abſo- 
Intely Gur againſt public covenanting,—ſo far as it may be 
e ſolemn ' homage and allegiance by the co - 
enters 90 Zion's King, in oppoſition to the 8 of a 
bellen people among whom they live: though it was cer- 
mia . of all covenanting work in the Jewiſh . 
cn, 0 bays the name änd cauſe of Uracl's God held 
et only unto a bearing down of corruptions atnon 
3 bur alſo as a proper witneſſing againſt the idola- 
1 * oy of the nations around them; aecording to their charac. | 

ter lach duty, as a people redeemed from the nations aud their gods, 
eben the Lord ſaid, Te are my witneſſes that I am GM 
Thus the Frefacer endeavours, by bis above doctrine of 
F Ez o fs eee ee aboliſh all notion among people, of 
eau chat ſolemn work in the character bf witneſſts 

Y No 0 riſt ; or of their ever being either called or warranted 
to make an appearance on the Lord's ſide, and to, be valigne - 
fur the truth upon the earth, —in the. way of ſolemn cove. 
wanting. And while bis foreſaid ſpeciffcation of Taſes is 
pbroußzht in as one reaſon, why his party do not renew the 
= Covenants; if it de any way to the purpoſe, it muſt imply, — 
fiat none of theſe three cates do preſently exiſt among them. 
l. he tells, that ““ ſcriptural covenanting was always 
e mana upon principles which fully ſatisfied all that 
3 God, unwerially edifying to Ss lain: and 
hat 32:55 was never reckoned either neceſſary or or ſenſonable, 
LE _— in extraordinary Wrote Land theſe extraor- 
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pf ts <cinary: e ee were n agate concerned, Un- 5 

as « yerſally allowed to be extraordinary, — generally acknow-/ 

ye 60 ledged to be a ſufficient call, anner | 
ty « ing them.“ p. 6. 7. 16. „75 
— The Prefacer is here obliged. to allow of ſome extrasrdina-” 
ug ty cour/e to be taken, in extraordinary: circumſtances'; not- 

"= withſtanding his ſtupid ridicule afterwards, in another caſe, | 
ug of any ſuch thing. But covenauting · work is here put up»- : 
of on ſuch a footing, as muſt. ſuperſede , or, exclude it ER - 
a- ther 3 ſo long as any controverſy about it m J Hare 
an among any whom an arbitrary charity may plea 

nt as fearers of God, or ſaints, Accordingly, the N e gives 

u- it for one reaſon why his party do not renem the covenants, 

or — that the Burghers. cannot at preſent covenant with una»: 

a « nimity among their connections, nor to the general ediſica - 
g · « tion of ſuch as fear God.” p. 14. And thus, covenanting - p. 16. 
an work muſt have no place in an carne contending fur | 


faith which was once delivered unto the, ſaints ;" it muſt have 


backſliding ſaints, ſhall pleaſe to object. Fine doctrine in- 
deed, for gulling the. conſciences of profefiors | Proper do- 

trine, for obtaining the anſwer, which he wants to R 
ſtion z © Have we, in” (preſent) © circumſtances, any fer 

« tyre-warrant for covenanting ?” | 19. And thus 

all the eaſes in which he had allowe chat corenanting my. be | 
 —muſt go for nothing; becauſe it is not ſuppoſable that ay 
of them can ever be altogether r 

1 oſed fearers of God, or ſaintis. 

The Prefacer determiaes, that 14 e 


« cies that have been received, and tranſgreſſions of the law 


« motives to this duty; but the duty itſelf carries the mind 
10 only forward to future conduct. p. 
dantic obſervation might. be taken, at firſt r if 
fing all bis readers to be arrant fools: for 
could ever imagine, that any might pretend a preſentcove+ 
-nanting or engaging to do ſomething in the time paſt; while 


. doing of any thing in it? Do people need to be 
ny yeſterday ? 


a little afterwards, upon the head of renewing covenants. 
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no place, —if any who may be reckoned ſaints, however fac +7 


who bur ſuch | 3 
nat a moment of that time, can ever be recalled, for a nm. 
that 5 ſhould not engage to · day, that they will de be. | | 

C 


——»The.. baſe intendment of the obſervation is this, that 
ANN irony eee iy lp op | 
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. pk be managed with a view to be time to come: mers. 9 
of God in. time paſt, may and ſhould, be conſidered 2 
5. 6. And this pee 8 


tu 


bee ee t yet the deed of covenatiting afar mat 
_ no . — to any former attainments or engagements, 
recogniſiug the ſame; nor to any former evils whatſoever, 

4 * 1 — 3 way of teſtifying and engaging againſt em © 
4 Phe Prefaccr informs n «the defign of. ferip. 


* thiral' i ence, acknowledge God as the Lord 


"i * bf the faich, odience, and reſigned ſubtiſfion of the 
„ e cobenanters ; a 
Þ 4 impreſſion of bis truths, à deteſtation of their own finful 
1 courſes; and un humble walking with God in the midit of 


, 

to promote in their own ſouls a deep | 

4 

: tlie dangers they were beſet th: the matter of their co- | 
] 

0 

| 


e Fehant'was oy reformation: from their own fins,” and 
* practibe of their own duty A the nature of their 
e covenant was u folemn engagement to refarmi their own pre · 
* oy Aus, and to perform their duty in ame to come; 
„they derm, Mere covenant coficernin g the reformation of t their 
run b 825 And allthis be ſets in ofition to 4 4 bear- 

ing witneſs againſt Fine Which | e condemns. p. 7. 


n ” £67 1. 16. 

io be 2 Coerde p the Prebger once and again blunders 
3 vopon a very hard taſk for his covenanters, a ond the 
- reach of Omaipotenee; which, e it can make an end o 
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nus, cannot Feform m them. But What is the 3 0 
( 
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4 


bas - 5 mount-of all this miſty doctrine, as to the caſe in band? 
r cen this — That any number of people, in their" ſolemn 
- (nd public eovenanting, muſt have na regard but to their 
concerns; they are to kee 
 thernlelyes, as any independent'c ongrega 
yan hen 


ay: as much within 
on in their ordina- 

| church covenant: their covenanting is 
„ in a ſtate of Scceffion from the corrupt body of: a Prefbyte- 
Fran national church; it miſt be without any regard to th 
; Eorruptions of that body, it” müſt bear no teſtimony againſt Ml / 
ne ume: ad the acknowledgment of God, as à Lor 20 | 
reſp⸗ & to the covenanters and their intereſte —muſt abſtra 

fe any regarding of bim 4s a Lord vit reſpect to any o- 
1 beings or intereſts in the world Tbere is need to 


N 
| 1 | 
for the Lord's pitying a e who can fubmix to ſuch a ' 


”  - direQtion of their confcientes. 

What has been ſaid may ſerve; with U 56 e Nees 
cer general doctrines about ſolemn covenauting. The bh 
wu committed upon the ſcriptures of the rede 8 
pdp his pretending to find an e in them tor 1 4 
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0 gerne n. of. renewing Sies Covenants, 
, 


eon this head, the Prefacer afoul « wok WY 
able appearance; while he comes forth brandiſbing 3 
8 piece of armour a ainſt the truth,” ſuch as was never 
before heard of in the'Gariftian world. © It is wholly of hien 
own. iavention: an f ſo confident_is he in it as armour — 3 
proof, ſufficient for miking a full end of renewing cove- 
nants, —that he brings it to the field with a bold defizace, 
like a Goliah in the cauſe of his party; “ 1 challenge” (ſays 1 
he, p. 8.) © any perſon to produce ſo much as one inſtance p. 16. 
« from the Bible, of either J-ws or Chriſtians renewing. 
10 former covenant by any future o ith. „er, after all, there I 
is no real hazard to the truth from the ſhaking of his ſpear. | 
The new doctrine referred to, is of the following amount, 
viz,” „ The plan of ſcriptural 5 in the church, 
both under the J-with an! Chriſtian di penſation, ſhould 
4 always lead directly to the word of God itſelf :—it is al- 


46 ways deſcribed a8 a tranſaction entirely neu: it is never = 
he once called the 'renewing of a former covenant ; hüt is 
of & 4 conſtantly aid to be a CUTS: or entering into a copenant, — 
a without any recognition. on any former covenant; no; 
d? . covenatiting upon the Scripture-plan recogniſed, homo- 1 
mn 1 logated or approved only the hook. of God's covenant ; but, 
cir & not the covenants made, or entered into by men there i 2 
big «© not the renoteſt hint that they renewed, or re ated their 


na- 60 adherence to the deed of their fathers nor did they ever 2 p J 
rx directly or indirect intimate, that they referred to anx 4 
former covenant their fathers had made; when they co 


AS * Nos, . 11. v3 

I. & bold ſtroke is lived | eds to. covenanting: ook” in. 4 
the Tepeated inſtances of it under the Old Teſtament. A "Y 
Plan m-aving is, that, in every new 2 thereof, - 4 
r. 7 -{cknowledgment or account was made of any ſuch trans» 
h a action which had formerly taken place; that there way, no - 
+. po dologating-or approving of any ſolemn covenant” which 
efa- had formerly made, no adherence thereto yea ne. BY 
5 , de er, det fee (hep "aen) | 4 
u, Phe whole foundstioh of ſoch new deftrine, 3s this; A 
that, in every. N inſtaance of Eovenantiay 22 * 1 
liraclires,-** it is conſtantly ſaid to be a making or entering 
inte a covenant, without any recognition on x former . 
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e006 venant n and, for proof of this, the Prefacer quotes the 
expreſſions of making and entering uſed on each new occa- 


non of that work; adding, I have particularly cited the 
very expreſſions uſed about ſcripture-covenanting, that it 


1 may appear in what light the Holy Ghoſt has repreſented 
ger lach tranſaction.“ .{p. J. Burt, 
1. His quotations are very partial and unfair; fitted for 
| ſerving his own. purpoſe; not the purpoſe of truth. He 
conceals a moſt material circumſtance; that in eight of the 
nine inſtances of covenanting which he refers to,—the glo- 
| rious Object is acknowledged or repreſented in terms which 
_neceflarily import a reference unto and recogniſing of former 
covenanting “. He is ſtill acknowledged or repreſented as 
Te God, The Lord God of Iſrael; the God, the Lord God of 
| their fathers; cur God, the Lord our God. In the other in- 
ſtance [2 Chron. Xxiii. 16.], it was a covenant that they 
Daoud be the Lord's people; which could not mean a becomin 
ſio for the firſt time, but a keeping up of that diſtinguiſhe 
Character which belonged to Iſrael. And the Lorp's cha- 
rater as their God, with their character as his people, —always 
\ neceflarily referred unto. and recogniſed former covenant- 
tranſactions between God and them, as the formal ground 
of thele characters; according to the mutual avouching which 
therein took place between God and them, Deut. xxvi. 
0 11 He tells us, of the repeated covenanting which then 


"Ir 
8 


- took place, — that * it is never once called the fenewing of 
a former covenant.” But what a ſandy foundation is this, 
For ſupporting his vew ſcheme? The queſtion is not, about 
bo it was called, — but about what it was not about words, 
but about the matter of the thing, —not about the arbitrary 
mile of language, but about the neceſſary import of che deed. 
The Scripture briefly repreſents matters of fact, in the caſe, 
+ without recording all the circumſtances of manner or 
form. If it was the renewing of a former covenant, we ma; 
Well enough call it ſo; as our tranſlaters have not ſcruple 
ti do, in the contents of ſome chapters: while they ſay [ Joſh. 
„ RT. : a l 8 ; 
e. Jeſbua rene weth a covenant between them and Gad ; 
| ' and{\2 Chron. xxxiv.] Jab reneweth the covenant with 
3. What are we to underſtand, by the renewing of à co- 
denne Nothing more can be the real import of che thing, 
dan this, that, without moving any objection againk che 
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c 711 
* form of a covenant in its ſeaſon, and while ine 


8 2 7 
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ledging breaches of God's law as likewiſe breaches of that 


covenant, —there be a folemn avouching, not only of the 


primary obligation which the law of God lays upon us, but 
of a ſecondary obligation laid on us alſo by that former co- 


venaat. Whatever variations there may be in the manner of 
doing this, whatever diffcrences as to its being done more ex- 
preisly or implicitly ; nothing further can eg to the na- 
ture of the deed ®, Well, 

4. When the people of [frael let about covenanting wo 
on any new occaſion,—-was there no renewing of any former 
covenant which Iſrael had made; according to the proper 
ſenſe of the thing, above expreſſed? Was there no reference 
to any ſuch former covenant; in conſidering themſelvgs as 
chargeable with breaches of it, and conſidering it as a ſuper- 


added obligation to duties ? If ſuch had been the nature 
of their coyenanting, as the Prefacer teaches, it muſt have 
been of an impious nature; as bearing no conformity to the 
tenor of the Lord's reproofs, nor of their own ſolemu con- 


ſellonn —relative to ſuch work, | 
Every covenant which they made, God acknowledged to 


| be his covenant; as he ſaid [ Jer. xxxiv. 18. J, my coutmant, 


(chat is) the ' covenant which they had made before me. And 
what was the tenor of his reproofs, relative to ſuch work ? 
It was this, viz. This people hath tranſgreſſed my covenants 


which 1 commanded their fathers ; they rejected his covenant. 


that he made with their fathers ;—they have forſaken the cove-' 


nant of the Lord their Cod: they have brbken my covenant's - > ö 
 <=they, like men, have e the covenant they aye + £4 


tranſgreſſed my covenant f. 
And what was the teavr of te confeſlions, relative bs 
han confeſfing their own fins, and the, fins of 
their fathers ? It was this, viz. They ſinned againſt thy judg. 
ments,—and withdrew the ſboulder, (plainly reterring to for- 


mer engagements) hey kept nat. the covenant of God,—they 


turned back, and dealt unfaithfully like their fathers ; - 


have rebelled, (plainly referring to former allegiance) 3 HY 


< e deal treacher \ by proſa the covenant of , 
fathere 4 eacherouſly, by P aning 


- Such was the reſpeRt which the Lord wa had, and | 
"OI gag wah. „ | | 1 27P4 
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which: Iſrael in their good times wa had,—to their forms 
govenantings ; utterly inconſiſtent with gy. 6g doctrine ſo 


3 
= 
4 
13 
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boldly palmed upon us by the Prefacer. The Lord taught 
them, at a dre ful expence, that: they ſhould always main · 
tain a ſpecial reſpect to the covenants. of their fathers, — 


though hundreds of years.backward ; by ad example in the 
._ eaſe of even a civil covenant with the Gibegoues 9s how 
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mation, was a real and protefl 


2 which had- byes | Weng in the pcried: preceding t. Only, | 


| "nw Vers. torwerly, af red. yg hes augher ee 


much more, in the'caſe of religious covenants? ? 
Yea, they were taught to conſider what had been laid of 


1 old time, in a way of covenanting,—as ſaid by themſelves, 
t 


he loins of their fathers z of old time, — thou ſaideft I will 


nut tranſgreſi +: which required a particular reſp«& and ad- 


herence thercto, a a particular ſenſe of obligation-thereby,—in 


their new covenantings.,. And:however far they forgot or 
2 a ſenſe of it, in their times of corruption; are we to 


ppoſe that, in their covenanting-times, they were utterly 


| Kr of all this: that there was then no recognition, no 


homologation, no adherence, no reference, — as to any for- 


mer covenanting ? The baſe ſuppoſition is plainly refuted, 


the covenant : characters under which they always conſi - 


ed both the Lord and themielves, on the ſolemn. occa· 
208. as above repreſented. 


1 1 Tbe Prefacer has the affurance { (6+ 9. ) to give W 
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the church of Scotland, in former periods of covenant» 
was 4 renewing or repeating an adherence to the 
deed of their fathers: and he offers to prove this, by a 
mangleu quotation from the Aſſociate Preſbyrery? » Anſwers 
Mr. Nairn, (ſetting forth a deal of it in capital letters, as 


. . iti were 2. glaring proof of his point) ; thereby ere, 


vile doctrine on them alſo. But there have certainly been few. 
inſtances o f ſuch etirontery,in any writer; as if the chance of 
etting we readers impoſed. upon, might harden againſt all 
ame about the manner of doing it. For, as he could not 
but know, — the Aſſociate Preſbytery i is there expreſsly plead- 
ing for the renovation of former covenants ; ex preſsly plead - 
ing. —ihat che manner of copenanting agreed upon by them, 


8 renewing of our folemn covenants 3 and expreisly 


ding. — chat the covenanti ing in our laſt period of refor - 
renewing ot the national co- 


are there pleadingg—that this renovation docs not re- 
quite a repetition of the ſame form and words wherein cove - 


bee . % : II . 
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in den A ere, which the Prefacer (5. 14.) alſo quotes for p. ta, 


very reverſe, even for turning back their attention to former 
0 or walk in love, they are often repeati 


40 ing of their former acts of t.“ 
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ſerving another purpoſe (with thamclels inconſiſtency), bears 
the following con ciuſion, via. We find not any one in- 
1 ſtance that Iſrael, in renewing covenant, did, at any time, 


„ repeat the form * words ot a former covenant: ea, it 


« is plain they never did : though we have inſtances of their * 
« acknowledging and mourning over the breach-of former 
& covenants. - Yet-will Mr Nairn venture to ſay, that liracl 
© never renewed their covenants ? or that, when they cater» 
% ed of new into 4 covenant, — they did thereby bury, lopits 
i and deſtroy former covenants ?” 
III. As this adverſary'to cov.nant:renovation tenehewy— 
that Chriſtians, in covenanting. ſhould have their attention 
wholly. turned away from any former attainments of this forts 
he ſticks not at the monſtrous abſurdity of telling them, (p- 
17.) that they have an *.cxpreſs-direftory” for this (in Rey; . 18, 
ti. 3-): Remember how thou haſt received and heard, and hold faſt, 
and repent. Strange! May be not now make any thing a 
proot tor any ching Is not this an expreis directory for the 


attainments ;; in order to a holding them taſty with repentance | * 

tor their failings in that matter? | '* 
„ Well, bur {{ays'be, p. 19.) „ The caſe bs illuſtrated p- 1 
& by a familiar example When Chriſtians live by; faith 

the ſame cxercites 1 

, ot mind, and per torming over again the ſame duties: 1 

= no man who underſtood the goſpel- ſcheme, would. call 


| 7 4 hs peated exerciſing of faith a renouatian of their fas 1 
40 


mer exerciſe of it ; or their repeated acts ot love's neten, 52 


Buiz jo general, it may vel be reckoned very v odd;to fits „„ 


a comparilon betwixt pci manent decds bas the church, and 


tranſient acts in the mind; as it there could be any lente, 1 
uarguing from the one to the other. More particularly, as tod 


he gypel:/cheme (here pedantically lugged in), — what need 


is chere tor any man to underſtand it, iu order t prevent yo | 
calling things as above'cxprefied? A moderate knowledge-of 
the common-icnic-ictieme, may ceriainiy terve-the purpoles © , 
For, though @ like cxcrcile or act can be performed ot ne. 


no body will imagine, that the jame cxerciſe or att can be re - 


newed; more than that the 1ame'time in which it took {place ©. _ 
can be recalled. And though tome people cannot be beat tt 
che notion ot rene wing covenants; it never entered into tir 


| Reads to think of reucwing a former exerciſe or act ot cu 


nanting, — while it is ot the nature of every exerciie or ac, 
ee eee Tan 


„ t „ 1 a 


ſcheme allow him to ſay, about a new alt of fairh or 
, (as he argues about new covenatiting),—that it containg. 
no approbation of, no adherence to any former attainment or 
N gement in this matter! 

f ope ſhould try to make ſenſe of his Nuftration, f it is a re» 
YO former faith or laue about which he muſt be tup- 
"Ws: to argue; that a Chriſtian's preſent faith or love, can - 
not be called a rene wing of his former faith or love. Very 
true: but what then becomes of the compariſon? For a 
Chriſtian's preſent faith and love cannot be called a Le 
of the former, becauſe it is juſt che very fame with his former 
| _ faith and love | Still the 1ame one faith and love, that he bas 
to exerciſe all his days; gs much as ſtill the ſame ſoul to ex- 
e.̃gteiſe them eee, the Prefacer might have treated the 
* underſtanding of his reader with more Uereney,” tha ee, 
b*. +: fool it by ſuch a ſenſeleſs compariſon, © © 
IV. His finiſhing ſtroke; to covenant-renovation, lies i in a 

1. vile reproach caſt upon it . 10,); as. if, in oppoſition to a 
being led . directiy to the word of God itſelf, - men did 
| thereby. © I the appearances their fathers made for reli- 
& gion, the ground · work of their own covenanting.” - But 
& - is there no difference between a pattern and a ground. work ? 
Or doth a regard to former vous lie off the road to God's 
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be nom reckoned iucon Weite pas 152 
"ot God itſelt. 1 0 
This Prefacer will not refuſe; —that he once e vows 
el an adherence tu ſome ſubordinate ſtandards of religion, 
which were framed and avouched in the days of our fathers. 
But did he then take theſe ſtandards for the ground-work of 
|: F [+ f 8 % Or did he not take them for a proper guide, 
5 * leading him directly to the word of God 0 tor the 
= - work of his religion? 
Theſe caſes are quite parallel, as to the preſeot argument. 
And indeed, as may be particularly laid open in an Ap- 
to the next volume of this Work, — his new ſcheme 
A not only laid againſt covenant-renovation; but it even 
je wickedly firikes at the root of all covenantingework, yea of 
all engagement to any ſubordinate. ſtandards or teſts of or · 
_ thodoxy, in any period of the Chriſtian church? all under 
_ Shae of going *direQy do the word of God 
EG What has been faid cy arch for the Poier ob 
3 trine about covenant- renovation: and another point, as very 
E Wn connected with it, muſt now be conſidered, —his'docs 
dine about covens re 3 5 ng. 


lt Or mult a going forth by the footſteps of the flocx— 


— 


_— > 
of e eovenants upon poſterity.— Ia general, be ex» 


on plodes all that any mortal ever before meant by ſuch obliga - 

ng. tion: and indeed, as to this point, he acts with felf. * 

or conſiſtency. For as the renewing of former covenants juſt - 
means an avouching the perpetual obligation of them, in a 

ſe⸗ way and manner ſuited to our circumſtances; all notion of | 

* rene wing covenants, either under the Old or Ne Teſtament., 

8 is deſtroyed of courſe,—by - overthrowing that r "i 

IF obligation. | 

2 The Prefacer's doctrine, upon this head, lies in the follow. . 

og . e that he gives of his party (p. 14. 15.) viz. © The . 16. 

der urghers do maintain all ſeriptural covenanted principles, 

* to the beſt of their knowledge; but they derive the obli- 

» T2 


« gation of theſe principles from the authoriry of God's 
* word z they own, in the higheſt and nobleſt ſenſe, e 
«© binding force of theſe cqvenants of our forefathers : —— 
* they are perſuaded, that no human oath can add any ob- l 
* 1 ligation to that which ariſes from the law of God; and 


oy 5 


0 2 yet they believe, that if we either omit the duties explicitiy 

did : a engaged to by our forefathers, whoſe tranſactions are known 

eli- « to us; or commit the fins they engaged to put a in 
Zut . * either of theſe caſes, even our in, in theſe, matters, muſt 
** . * have an higher aggravation of guilt and criminality. These 
d' 4 < nature of {uch ſins of omiſſion or commiſſion, lies w 

— iin their being tranſgreſſions of the law of God; but We 
ord « apgravations of ſuch fins ariſe from their being done a» 1 4 
451% et gainſt theſe meaſures of light and conviction concerning 
We „ known and acknowledged fin and duty, which render. the 

on, 4 tranſgreſſor of the law of God a ſelf . condemned criminal. 

ers. d In this ſenſe, the Burghers ſtedfaſtly maintain the obli- 

; of * gation of our ſolemn covenants: and if the —— 

2 „ underftand it in any other ſenſe,” (as they certainly do]; 

che 40 it is proper ey ſhould let tho world: en What 
IS _ © mean by ie.“ De 

nt. But the world has not the ſmalleſt hood to be let know, 

p- 1 theſe whom he calls Autiburghers mean in the preſent | 
me ceaſe: for they are ſufficiently known to mean nothing by the 

ven obligation of covenants, other than What all the world his 

\ of I © therto has underſtood to be the ſenſe of the thing, —accords 

Ore | ing to the common uſe of the words; that a being unter the 

der | obligation of our folemn covenants, means 4 being partie 7 
20d | ee in ths . of our fachers. * this, 
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E” an Kult prefacer might have given a good * is 
* letting the world know popes what he means: were it not 
A — romoters of error, as it is their intereſt, do really prac- 
e art of keeping their meaning under a maſk. Yet, in 
- preſent caſe, the maſk may be eaſily taken off, 

be foregoing account which he gives of his party, bears p 

- calumnious infinuation,—as if others derived the obligation . 
their principles from ſome lower authority than that of God's 
word. And why? Becauſe they plead a covenans-obligation 
upon e to maintain thele principles as derived only 
from the authority of God's word !— There is alſo ſome 
' miſty doctrine here, about the nature and aggravation of 
| - - fin; which (beſide that there is ſome nonſenſe in it e) is no- 
bay to his purpoſe: further than as it bears another calum- 
nmious iofinuation, that the friends of renewing coven:nts are 
| for putting them into the place of the law of God; and as it 
encludes the breach of our ſolemn covenants from having any 


1 even Smong the 8 of our ſin ; by = 


0 


| theſe aggravätions to à finning againſt our „ meaſures « 
. «Kligtit and conviction,“ which we may derive from the 
I J ” in common with any other means. 1 N 
But he gives à further opening of his mind, in repreſent- 
* \" ww) his party as perſuaded that no human "oath can add 
any obligation to that which ariſes from the law of God.” 
Had he ſaid, that no human oath can add any vis; 
t God's law, or make any increaſe of its obligatory power 
very perſon Who ſtands in awe: of bliſphemy- would have 
agreed with Him: Or had he fald, that an bath ean be of no 
er obligation, i contrary in its matter to God's law, 
© Stbough it can * 22 an "obligation, in re caſes, _— 


” Ws Gig] en i 3 bey came Val N 0 be Porithed not 

_ perely av liw-breakers, but like wiſe as covenant(bredkers, reſpeQtiny the co- 
vVenant made by them and wa them in their fathers : according 1 0 Deut. 
Wh. * 16 26. And hence a ts the atiracious nature of Prefa- 
B 35 == dy pt the Jews having ee renewed covenants ; 3 bile, 4 
* 'ery tow co enanting among them did ut. import a revewing of 2 | form 
|  covenibts,—it muſt have imported a perfidious'renouncing pf all the cove- 
8 F rer 
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nete thas'*tbe ergebe —lte whvlh in their bei tran; 
„ anger But, guilt certainly SF , 


fo, this muſt lic wholly in belag a. tranſgieſſion ot the law of 
one, tat an «Qing coltraty to the covenant-eng gemen ALE fore 
113 Wes our fp an higher . n,“ (that it, ap additiona} weight) 
cf guilu”- 80 then, this guilt hes wholly in acting contrary to > the Jaw <= 
Hod and pet partiy i 7 — be theſe covenant · engagement fon 
Ai in the place e — 
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primary obligation upon their conſciences, 


. 


that law makes none,. he would have been liable to no cons 


tradiction. Or had he ſaid, that the obligation of oaths is 
ſubordinate unto and founded in the law of God, —ſo that a 


breach of theſe is primarily a breach of that law z no fault 


would have been found with his doctrine.—But here is a 
quite different matter: ſuch a repreſentation of his party (it 
is hoped moſt injurious) as . tends to make them odious, a- 
mong all who pay the ſmalleſt regard to the LOR D's name 
in any oaths whatſoever. For why ſhould any oath be ever 
adminiſtred in any caſe, or why ſhould a ſwearer make any 
account of his own oath in any caſe, or how can others 
have any dependence on a man's oath in any caſe, —if no 
new obligation arifes from oaths | —- | 
The law of God binds men; and this is one obligation, the 


But men allo 
bind theaiſelves by oaths; particularly by ſolemn vows of 


conformity to that law: and is not this another obligation, — 


an additional obligation, though ſubordinate? No; ſays the 


Prefacer : according to him, no human oath can add any ob- 


ligation to that which men are previouſly under by the law 
of God: ſo that, beſide the © guilt and criminaluy” which 


lies in /aw-breaking, there can be no additional © guilt and 
« criminality” in perjury or covenant-breaking ; becauſe there _ 


is vo additional obligation, to be thereby trampled upon | 
What horrible doctrine, againſt all obligation of oaths or 


covenants | a 


Let he has deviſcd a new ſenſe of ſuch obligation; telling 
that, © in this ſenſe, the Burghers ſtedfaſtly maintain the oblis 


* 5 js ; g L 
« gation of our ſolemn covenants,”—Well, what is the ſenſe ..- 2 
that he here means? It juſt amounts to this: that as we ma 


derive meaſures of light and conviction about fin and duty, 
from what our forefathers did—their tranſactions being 


known to us, while all hiſtories of their times have not pe- 


rithed ; ſo, a ſinuing againſt theſe our meaſures of light and 
conviction, is an aggravation of our guilt and criminality\; .., 
Ad is this to maintain, ſtedfaſtly to maintain the obliga- 


tion of our ſolemn covenants? is this to own, in the high» 


« eſt and nobleſt ſenſe, the binding force of theſe covenants 


&« of our forefathers ? What ſort of relation has all this | 


to theſe covenants. other than to the caſe of any covenants, 


in the Jewiſh church, or to the caſe of Sodom and Gomor- 
rah, or to the caſe of the angels who kept not their firſt e 

ate, —or to a thouſand other things, from which we may in 
the {ame manner derive.meaſures of light and conviction a 
bout fia and duty? And is _ « the higheſt aud ngbleſt 
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4 ſenſe“ of eovenant · obligation, — this arrant nonſenſe, ſo 
.- dently palmed upon the world. 9 eng 

The real and dreadful ifſue of the matter, is, —that this 
Prefacer's doctrine - wholly explodes the ſtanding obligation 
pf our ſolemn covenants upon pofterity ; it blots out the 
breaking, burning and burying of theſe ſolemn covenants, 
trom among the grounds of the Lord's controverſy with 
this generation; and upon the matter juſtifies all thoſe wick - 
ed laws, by which their ſtanding obligation was condemned. 


. Sz cox IM. Of the Aſſociate Presbytery's Manner 
Fyrenewing our ſolemn covenants. 


yea and all covenant-obligation, ' with all homage to 
- "Godin folemn covenanting,—as a great ſacrifice to the idol 
of his own malignancy; no wonder that the Aſſociate Preſ- 
_bytery's manner of covenanting is next . devoted by him to 


Þ The ſame horrid treatment. 


* 
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2 8 HE Prefacer having offered up all covenant:renovation, 
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The manner of renewing our ſolemn covenants, as agreed 
upon and enacted by them, is in an engagement to duties, 
following upon an acknowledgment of fins; which have been 

fully exhibired in the preceding part of this volume. That 

E Tcknowkdgment commences with the begun fall of reforma- 

tion- work, in the laſt century; without going back upon any 

miſtakes or miſmanagements, in the preceding work of re- 

3 formation: becauſe evils of this ſort cannot be properly rank - 

end among the ſtanding grounds of the Lord's controverſy 

= with their poſterity; or any other evils but theſe which 

E. | 0m pg fucceeding courſe of apoſtacy from that re- 

formation. 22 8 5 Ae 528 

© _ + The bond, or engagement to duties, which follows upon 

cha acknowledgment, bears a general reference to the evils 

Which are therein particularly expreſſed; as an engagement 

ti contend and teſtify againſt the fame :. evils which are no- 

” way matters of doubtful diſpuration, among the genuine 

Friends of the Seceſſibh-cauſe; however much any of tbem 

be so among others, in this corrupt generation . That bond 

fo tauſirid'y ome of thele evils; under the characters 

F of Behn, Arianiſm, Arminianiſm, — Inde pendency, and Lati- 

mar ian Tents: but theſe cannot juſtly be reckoned ob- 

ure things, in dark or ambiguous terms; becauſe each of 
| them is particularly defined and explained, in the preceding 


4 "7 


—_— xtoowledgment. 55 | 
bs it 5 „ . I i 1 74 * 0 | q 
mie Prefacer's  audaciqus hoſtility againſt chat ſole mn 
"tos 4 . „. ; * 3 8 | } 


e * 
1 35 1 e 
fo work, as attacking. it on different fides,—is now to be con- 
ſidered, And, | 2 Nele — 
this I. He reproaches it (p. 10. 11. 15.) under the character of p. ex, 


tion & the Antiburghers covenanting, their form of covenant - 1. 
the „ ing, — the form of covenanting preſently uſed by the An+ 
nts, „ tiburgher But the preſent form of covenanting in 
with Scotland as uſed by theſe whom he calls by that name, —is 
ick - preciſely the ſame, without the ſmalleſt addition or alte 

ned. tion, that was agreed upon by the Aſſociate Preſbytery in 


the year 1743. And therefore the Prefacer, for himſelf and 
his party, has hereby foully renounced all ſuceeſſion to the 
ner Aſſociate Preſbytery,—as to the ſtate which the Seceſſi on- 
teſtimony was brought unto among their hands: fo that 
he cannot longer pretend, without intolerable ahſurdity and 


jon, impudence, — as if they had “ uniformly kept on the firſt 
to « grounds and original meaſures of the Seceſſion ;“ and had 
idol % dropt no part of the teſtimony they had etpouſed.” Nog 4 
ref. he mult leave all this as the diſtinguiſhing character of thoie d 
a to whom he now reproaches for their form of covenanting. ; 
II. He declaims againſt this form of covenanting, upon 
reed the head of the reduplication. which the bond has upon the } 
ties, conteſſiun .. He tells us (Þ+ 10. 11. 16.) that the CON» 9 759 
een N 71 j e 2 feſſion J 
Phat / ty 5 ＋ L « (378 8 2 : 
e ® The Prefacer has ſeen meet to paſs. by one topie of moſt ſenſcleG abuſe, _ 
prota which has becn committed upon thi» reduphcation, — lt has been pretended, 9 
any that the bond thereby means a ſwearing to the hiſtorical truth of the fa taY 
re- repreſented in the confeſſion ; à ſweariug, that the hiſtorical narration whic 74 
ink - it contains is true · gut there is 2 one 2 _ bond, which even ſeems. 
to bear tuch.a, meaning; or to afford the ſmalleſt ground; tor imagidipg,vs . 
ws 4 | that it admits of any = wich the caſe of afcertainj the truth of 4 
] controverted fact, by the depoſition of wuneſſes. Yea, it abſolutely ex- 4 
re- .cludes any ſuch meaning-: becauſe the ſœeaters of the bond have been alrez - 


dy Making a ſolemn: conteſſion of the evils.narrated, as true in poiat-of tac 
excluding all controverſy-a5out the truth of the facts. Aud while their ſwears 
tag necellacily ſuppoſes, that they are fully ſatisfied about the truth of all th 
taeti aarrated in the confeſſion, having alceady made a ſolemn ackabwledps 4 
ment of them as ſuck; it cannot be the truth of theie facts, it can only be | 'Y 
their awn engagement to contend. and teſtify againſt the evil thereof chat ex 
muſt be underſtood to fwear unto, or to aſcertain by their at. 
But the abuſe of this hated reduplication—has been carried to even a groſſ - 
er abſurdity : as if © it muſt imply, that they believe the truth of the ac» 3 
4 knowledgment ſo much, as to be able to wear, that what thetein id mn 
* tioned as evil is certainly ſb,'———Certainly, they muſt believe the truth of, 
the acknowledgment in all its parts; and they, muſt believe, that whatever is - - 
' therein mentioned as evil is certainly fo : but they are not ſo Gupid as tc 
imagine,—that the morality of actions, or the nature of evils, is to be a 1 
tained by oaths inſtead. ot arguments. D 2 5 Eo | 
+ By ſuch methods of teaſoning, men evidently facrifice the oredit.of th 
underſtanding to their malignancy. And all turns about to the ſame point whi 
the Pretacer aims at z. 10 defame and exclude all vowing to the Lord agaiuſt 
\prevaiting evils,—while this cannot pollibly be, withous having 4 reference 
CS i, hs % 3 > 5 | _ wg de 
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5 fefon in the days of Ezra and Nehemiah © was evidently a 


« previous exerciſe a diſtinct exerciſe trom their covenant- 


- © ing, their covenant did not reduplicate upon their confeſ- 
1 ſion, ſo as to embody that confeflion into their oath and 


& make it a part of their covenant:“ that “ the ſeceding ac- 
% knowledgment of fins,—ought never to be reduplicated 

upon in their bond, ſo as to become any part of their 
«oath ” and that © the reduplication in their form of co- 


e yenanting, upon a long hiſtory, of fins, is at beſt en- 
% ſnaring; and is altogether unprecedented in Scripture.” 
And here indeed is fine doctrine about covenanting 3 


which, if it means any thing at all, muſt mean, — that cove- 


nanting ſhould never contain an engagement to contend 


and teſtify againſt any fins whatſoever : for fear of embody- 
Jngitheſe:fios into, and making them a part of the oath! 


Moreover, is not the confeſſion as much a previous exerciſe 


in che preſent caſe, as much a diſtinct exerciſe from cove- 


nmanting, —as ever it was in the days of Ezra and Nehemiah, 
or as ever it can poſſibly be; when the one exerciſe is quite 


Knithed and over, before the other be entered upon? And 


ran the covenant now be juſtly ſaid to have one grain more 


of a reference upto or reduplication upon the confeſſion, as 


to the matter of the thing, - than it had in Nehemiah's time; 


When the covenant was made [Neh. ix. 38. ] expreſsly becauſe 


all +his/in the preceding confeſfion? 


' "The Prefacer's language, about embodying the confeſſion 
into the oath, and making it a part of the covenant, à part 
of the oath, (which yet was altogether as much done in Nehe- 
miabs time as now) ; requires ſome other ſort of underſtand- 
Jug than the world can yet afford, to make ſenſe of it: as the 


_ tearing a confeſſion of fins, thus trans forming either the 


confeſſion or the fins into an oathy cannot but be rank non- 


ſenſe.— And muſt every reference that an oath makes to any 
| "thing, be an embedying of that thing into the oath as a part 
pot it? According to juch reaſoning, the oath of the cove- 


vant in the year 1638 muſt have been a very monſtrous oath. 
2 at this rate, every religions oath among Chriſtians aruft 
be faid to have all the Bible (even every hiſtory thereof) em- 


Y | bedied-in it,. made a part of it: and the religious clauſe of 


tome burgeis-oaths muſt be ſaid to have all the laws of the 


land about religion, and even the Roman religion called Pa. 
[ 4 % A N | 1 y | 


made to them in the oath : ſuch a reference or | redoplication as belonged 
(chough in a different forni) to the bond by which the national covenant was 
renewed in the year 2638, no leſs than to the bond by which it is renewed 

r Np 1 ROT 


pia. 
* .& 8 


0 LAT 


: c 1 N * 

- i £ - # 2 27 
£4 
R 1 


pitryi-all embodied into, and made a part of that oath |= 


upon by the Aſſociate Preſbytery ; which (ſays he) “ cannot 
, ſuit the preſent time:“ inſiſting that they ſhould © enlarge 


| (which was never before heard of!) “ and another iu "6 


_ reckons all the fins mentioned in their acknowledgment to 


he himſelf (Survey, p. 35.) calls them, © the manifeſt pro- 


* 
- 


t 37 1 


But what will this Prefacer ſtick at; when he reckons it 
enſnaring, and altogether unprecedented in Scripture,” —to 
come under ſolemn vows" for contending and teſtifying 


againſt the grounds of the Lord's controverſy with this ge- 


neration ? 11 | | 
III. He declaims againſt the Aſſociate Synod (p. 11. 12.) P. 28 
for ſtill reſting in that form of covenanting which was agreed 


ce their acknowledgment of ſins ;” thus to have © a confeſſion 
& made of ſuch Fs as are in preſent being and ſtrength,” 
And he uſes two notable arguments, for this purpoſe :—one 
is (p. 12.) the example of © our forefathers ; they (ſays be] p. 2 

ic having drawn up one, acknowledgment of ſins in 1638 | 
6 
the other argument being a quotation (p. 13. 14) m p- 1 
the Anſwers to Mr Nairn ; which is merely an arguing : 
gainſt our being © obliged and confined unto a repetition of - 4 
«the ſame form or words wherein our covenants were con 
« ceived in the laſt century !” Such arguments are only fur 
being wondered at DN OE Ir ON * oy 
But, whatever the Prefacer thinks, — the Aſſociate Synod 


1 


be ſtill © in preſent being and ſtrength; white the perpe- | 
tration of many, and the guilt of all upon this generation 
ſill is ſo: and let him reckon the opinion ever ſo extrava- | 
gant; they are of opinion, — that the public corruptions . 
which have taken place ſince the year 1743, are ſtill mate- | 
rially the ſame corruptions (in an incorrigible progreſs theres 
of) which have been ſpecified in that acknowledgment z yea 


« preſs of the evils that occaſioned the Seceſſion.” Yet the 
Synod pretends to no perfection, in the management of the 
Lord's work among their hands; it is with much ſtruggling, ©. 
that they have been enabled to hold faſt what they have: — 

only a man of the Prefacer's caſt could uſe an invective about 
their not doing more, as an ar nt againſt what they do. N 
He makes : ſenſeleſs bur or fares (P. 2 at © 
one reaſon, for their“ neglecting to enlarge their acknows 1 
« ledgment of ſins;” as if this would oblige them to take in 
(what he calls © roo ſtrong an article] an approbation of all 
« the cenſures they paſſek againſt the Burghers.” But ther 
would never find themſelves obliged to this,—till once th I 
found themfelves obliged to make that approbation a term o 3 
communion among their people; which nane of them has ] 


ever yet done: they have never imagined, and it is expected 
never will. Z that a poſitive. approbation of all church - cen- 


P. 16. 


43 bl 2 
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fares ſhould have a place among the terms of communion, — 


1 helicves.”” But a baſer Ve- cannot be deviſed, than a 


ed to take ſome docrinet 


But what is the ground of certainty or knowledge that 


ople ſhould have about Fats, or that the nature of the 
thing can admit of? Is it any other than teſtimony / — A 


>. divine teſtimony, about the truth of any facts ſince the days 


of the apoſtles, we cannot have; as no hiſtorics or records 
thereof are written by divine inſpiration. ' We can therefore 
have no ground of certainty or knowledge about theſe, be- 


'yond what we ourſelves have been eye or car witneſſes of,. 


no other but human teſtimony ; the nature of the things can 


admit of no other: and according to the moſt expreſs divine 


warrant (Deut. xvii. 6. 2 Cor. Xii. 1. ), we are to let our con- 


ſciences reſt upon this ground in ſuch matters. 


At the fame time, as the Lord threatens a viſiting the ini- 


= 


2 2 of the fat hers upon the children 5 people are called (Lev. 
Xxvi. 40.) to confeſs theirAniquity and the iniquity of their fa- 
thers.: and how can this be done now, —unleſs they proceed 


: upon human te ſtimony, as to the iniquity. of their fathers * "on 


' =— A weſt-country miniſter of the eſtabliſhed church, already referred to in 4 


_  Hote, when inveigiing 50 his people againſt covenanting- work among Sece- 


ders iu bis peighbourbood, affirmea,—that a believing things on the teſti- 


. mopy of Tuch- as they think grave and learned men,” i». according to the 
|. &doQrine of the Jeſuits.” And is it an article of Jeſuitiſm, to take 
L  uman witimony ? tice this, ang ching! 5 
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. 
But the Prefacer's e and knowledge, us 
to matters of public confeffion before the Lord, —doth wick. 
edly exclude all giving of glory to God, in lamenting over 


the iniquity of our fathers; yea over any iniquity whatſo- 


ever, except ſo far as a perſon (being an eye or car wirneſs) 
is certain from his own proper knowledge,” —as is expre: 
ed by one referred to in the note. 


After all, it requires a great deal of affurance,—to repre- 
ent the acknowledgment of fins as containing any detail of 


uncertain fi&ts; while all of them do lie in the moſt public 
and authentic hiſtories and records of the kingdom: and 


though this acknowl-dgment has now been lying before the 


world about thirty years, expoſed to the criticiſm of many 
deſperate enemies; none of them has ever yet been able 0 
inſtruct one ſingle falſehood in it. Yea, there never was 
any caſe ſince the days of the apoſtles, nor can be to the end 


of time,—in which people had or can have better evidence to | 
proceed upon, in confeſſing the iniquity of their tatherg— 
And mutt people be inſulted, after all; as if they were, pro- 


cecding with Popiſh or implicit faith, in this ſolemn work? 
V. The Prefacer-aims 4 finiſhing ſtroke at the Aſſociate 
Synod (p. 13), about their manner of renewing our ſolemn 


_ covenants z by telling that * they inſiſt on many antiquated 
1 facts in their confeſſion of fins, which—have comparative» 
ly little influence on preſent conduct.“ Ty Ki 
Theſe words are indeed but few; yet of great and horrid ., 
importance: as they contain the moſt daring ouirage upon 
the work of bearing witneis fur 2 yea upon the rights... 


of the divine holincls, that has ever 
the colour of triendſhip to our covenanted reformation. 


Th. Prefacer 1 none of the facts mentioned in these 
contẽſſi n of tins, from the character of antiquated fatts ; 


yea (whatever ſpecial reſpect he may have to ſome or an older 


date), he plainly includes them all under this character; be- 


cauſe he inveighs againſt that confefſion, as if it did not con- 
tain ** a conteſſion of ſuch fins as are in preſent being and 
« ſtrengtu. “ | „ N pe: 


Well; theſe many facts are, with him, antiquated fafl + 


they are out of date, and ſhould be out of head, —like an old 


Almanack. 'The oldeſt of them was not an hundred years 
back from the time of framing the confeſſion; yet they muſt 
all be conſidered now, as antiquated facts: though facts above 
a thouſand years back were confeſſed at covenanting in Me. 
bemiah's time, under a very different conſideration. © © 

duch doctrine cannot be excuſed from this blaſphemoug 


inpqqt; chat hen the Lord brought Ureadful evil upon . 
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Kae Fon we Hoody anden ot * Monaſh above an: rl 

before he was dealing unjuſtly, as proceeding 
* = n an tiquated 4 fafts 1 And TR if the Lord ſhall come to 
IF a the gel of our fathers upon their children in this 
FSeneration, though not yet the third and fourth generation, 


555 2 be dealing unzuſtly, as Jrogeding upon antiquated 


pr FE now. the Prefacer has, by one bold ſtroke, blotted 
propos of the Lord's controverſy with this gene- 
5 Ps indictment againſt them,-—ſct forth in the ac- 
eee of ſins; as à parcel of antiguated fatis. He 
Abs endeavours to make the ge eneration quite eaſy about the 
Jarters ; . rticularly, | * s if they had no reaſon to be appre- 
enſive 0 the, Lord's making inquiſition for the blood of 
YI martyrs, in this land : or as if it were but an. antiquated 
by RG. that lies in J. xxvi. 21. 
But however little influence theſe lach have upon the pre- 
; Yen conduct of this Prefacer, and ſuch as he; it is to be ho- 
3 2 chat a remnant mall be. preſerved, quite otherwiſe exer- 
3 cle, about them before the Lord. And it is to be feared 
. mat a time will come when he and they, with confuſion of 
3 | ce, will find the Lord's chen preſent donduẽt to be r 
e influenced by them. 
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Larbe Prefacer eit Goithed his 8 unſt covenant- 
„ 10. zog work, he moſt gy ſuppoſes (p. 21.)/ that people 
= "would ſay, what, his own conſcience could %. 2 ; fay,—that . 
1 6 is ** an enemy to covenanting.” And he certainly is ſo, 
As really N differently) — any who ever 8 under 
Be Bhs character of Malignants, in former days of ſolemn cove- 
' "nanun 
88 Pu, a he—# 1 againſt the objectors to che equi- 
5 y. candour and j Juſt ice of EVETF, . eader. And indeed, : 
2 ah none of his readers, ſo far as in the exerciſe of reaſorr, 
| 8 18 excuſe him from this enmity ; many of them may favour 
Im with a fort of juſtice chat will 15 the enmity itſelf. 
er this will prove a cold comfort to him,. when a deep ne- 
5 8 ſhall be found, ſome time or other, — for appealing that 
ha Os from! another fort of juſtice to the bar of mercy... . - |... 
Y Upon the whole, it is to be confidered as one of the ſteps 
e the Lord's righteous judgment upon a backiliding 1 
on, —that he has permitted 5 © Fas to "Tile * Wil a brow 


i ( draly, W At . We, * 


- 


. . 
p pI 
IM, 4 
et ae. Hoods M4. an eh R_ SS wed . 


_ _ lt * 


L 
4 
Y 

4 


_ F 1 rY 
oth. oh * 25 vl r — %.- 
_— i SHES mY N % 
* : 
* 9 


* 


J 


bh J 4 on 7 
2 2 n 9 A * "EO 5 9 
— — & . a . 

* 1 FE Og. ' | | 
* ” % 7 . 4 
— . * 1 
C 4} 1 

. % t 

% 2 * k ” 


nanted reformation, for ſeduciug the Lord's 4 1 from any 

8 8 regard to it, and for promating the prefear apoſtacy 

trom a witnefſiag profeflion. gd $i TOAD 

80 much for the Preface, When the Survey comes to be 

? conſidered, there will appear a further verifyiag of that awful 
prediction, —£ vil men and ſeducers ſhall wx worſe and worſe. * 
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4b ar of the Spirit, Principles, and Fallacy: 


D e can be more diſagreeable than to engage 

ia a diſpute with a man of Mr G's temper. The vio- 

| lefice of his paſſions diſgrace his argument; and the pleaſure 

he takes in humbling his adverſary, induces him to uſe the 
coarleſt language. He indeed pretends much to madeſty-andl 
delicacy : he owus that, upon one occaſion at leaſt, aqg-excels. 
of this diſpoſition became a ſnare both to him aud his preſ- 
h in the affair of Leith congregation *: bu: is it to pu- 
niſh himſelf for that ſingle iaitance of inliſcretion, that he 
j has been fo careful ever ſinee to abound in the loweſt expreſ 
| fioos of a Billing/gate-wench, both ia the Aaſwer he gave to 
his elders, and ia the foregoing. Defence, & ? Surely a 

= diſputant may be hearty and warm in pleadiag his cauſe, 2 

le without dithonouriag his own reaſon, without uamunning 
5 8 himſelf, or provoking the pity and conte npt of mankind- 
» 
er 
* 


„ 


3 


* 


| Wuile Lam entering on the examination of a performaace, 
written ia Me Gib's ow$- $FiLE and MANNEAR, I may ven- 
ture to adopt a ſaying of his, on another occation : Oe 


25 „ thing 1 am ſurs of, that his performance may well ſerve as 
Jl. ea bgacon for waraiag me to. eer-atide from that hateful _ 
d, rack, upon which he has ſo figually and miſcrably ſplit 
ns Le ted F,— With. this caveat in my view, and it occurs as 

if, often as I look into his Defence, &c. I ih ill ba quite inex« 

A1 


I 33/08 1 2. 8 for railing, while I am examining; 
(1,) The Hpirit, (z.) Tae principles, and, (3. Tue fallacy 
$ of his performance r 1895 RR (3 *. a 
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sserton, 1. 4 Diſtr hs eee „ Give 
engere of Solemn Covenanting, &. N 


Perfian- ſoldier; who was heard revithin 8 * 
Great, was well admoniſhed by his officer, Sir, Tou are 

aid to fight againſt Alexander, and not to -rail at him , 
hen Mr Gib undertook to defend folemn covenanting, in 
3 to the Preface of a late Survey, he ſhould have 
'. conſidered there is a wide difference between fighting againfl 


it with clear argument, and railing at it wnhouc either rea- 
| ſon ot manners. Even at the Profate 
be allowed to deſerve all the infamy apd contempt flung up. 


rand the Preface ſhould 


on them in the Defence, &c; ſtill the public would have good 
ata to reſent the affront put upon them, in the ſpirit that 


vans through the faid Hefencę from -beginning to end.— In- 


telligent readers will not deed any commentary to aſſiſt them 


Þ W In perceiving i it: and I wiſh they may be able to excuſe my 


labour, in collecting an evidence that is ſo exceeding clear in 
very paragraph. However, for the ſake of another ſort of 
readers, and from a regard to the merits of Mr Gib the De- 
fender, I muſt do juſtice to this branch of the ſubject, by ex- 
© the decency, the prudence, the candour, the wit, the 
. the ronſiſtency, the criticiſm, the gratitude, and the per. 
of THAT SPIRIT Which animates his Defence,” &c, 

\ ARTICLE 1. The pEesNCY of his ſentimenis and ex- 
preſſions, may be fairly eſtimated from the following jo ſtan- 
2 « The arrogance; impertinencies, and improprieties in the 
1 Prefacer's manner of vriting— malicious confiruftions and 


4. 6 calumnies—meaſures -of feurrility and 


abominable” ſpirit of bis Preface and Survey = his I 


= $6 pes ridicule fine ueAripe for gulling the conſeiences 


 profeſſars—pedantic obſervation—b-je mtendment—the Pre: 


22 


. 

Fg by 
_ SEE 5 
RY 
xy 


I I 1 facer blunders upon a raſh for his copenanters even beyond t 


1 reach of Omnipotence=- miſty doftrine—groſs inſult committ e, 


A A i upon the Scriptures of” 75 Old Teftament—baje fuppoſition— 


© few. inſtance , fut h " effrontery—monjirous abjurdity—the 
te goſpel;ſcheme pedantically lugged in= wickedly ftrikes at "the 
: F-yoot of all covenanting work, yea, "of all enpagement | to ai 

< ſubordinate ſtanilardi ct teſts: F orth bxy—ht" ex ; 
te thut any mortal ever before meant «by cevenant- gr apt; 
"#5 this neee Preſacer —the attrocious nature of the Prefe- 
1 cer's doftrine—He ranks him among the-promuters: of ęrror 
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n it—ancther calumnious inſinuat ion hat horrible doftring | 
ic againft all obligation of oaths or covenarts this arrant non · 

„ ſenſe ſo impudently paimed upon the world—this Prefater's 
d &;&rine wholly explades the ſtanding obligation of our ſolem 
.  & covenants upon poſterity—it blots out the breaking, burning, 
and burying of the/e covenants, from among the grounds of 
. the Lord's: controverſy with this generation it juſtifies all 
& thoſe wicked laws by which their jtanding obligation was 
86 condemned. n ; * — i r 


e 


- - 


But I wilt oor preſume: to try the patience of my readers 
on this article much further. Ihe whole third ſetion is ſtill 
an unreaped harveſt; and if any body has a reliſh for ſuck 

entertainment, he will find variety;enongh- in that rank ang 
luxuviant Held: only he muſt expect, that according to his > 
pajture, ſo will he be filled. The firſt paragraph may ſerve as a 
ſpecimen of the polite and decent language df its author 
through the whole. Ir is expreffed in theſe terms 1 
Pretacer having offered up all covenant: renovation, yea; 
sand all covenant-obligation, with all homage to God in 
© ſolemn covenanting, as a great ſacrifice to the idol of hi 
„% on malignancy; no wonder that the Aſſociate preſtiytes 
« ry's manner of covenanting is next devoted by him to thèꝰ 
. ſame horrid treatment.“ oY 40 $0345; HOES 
Is this the voice of Chriſtian zeal? Are theſe the wordsof 
foberneſs ? However much the Prefacer may be to blame fog 
miſconceiving and miſrepreſenting his ſubject; yet there ii a 


J ⁰ů;— . age rag eu 


* decency In writing, which ſhould be obſer ved by every author? 2 3 
50 to neglect this, is to affront mankind ; and no degree of pro- 
4 vocation can be ſuppoſed to warrant it. Hos far Mr Gib has > 
d |  artended to this, let the reader judge from che foregoing ex#- i 


tracts, which might have been greatly enlarged; That gentle? 2 
man has obſerved in one ot his polemical pieces; that *r, 

. ©. ſcripture ſpeaks of blaſphemy againſt men, Rom. iii. 8. Col/ 
% fi. 8. Tir. iii. 2.: and (fays he) I cannot imagine that + Þ 
it more daring and ſhocking inftance of ſuch a thing, ma 

© have ever taken place in the Chriſtian church , than im 


K 


he the' performance ot his elders. . But it would ſeem the Pres © 
he BM Jace and Survey arc worſe ſtill The reader may pleaſe him 
i © ſelf in che. application of the following period: I may well 
4 ©& enough-tappoſe, that, all circumſtances conſidered, u 
2 reader ever before met with a more furious, a mort mon. , i 
＋. '* ſtrous extravaganee of virulent iavectives and railing a- 


e buſe, making an appearance from the preſs FP 1 
8 + ARTICLE-2; His PRUDENCE in conductiug the Defence” _ 
he makes of. u tovenanting, is oppoiition to the PT 
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K 3. 
| fore:dee-larewarkble;on more accounts FO one: for/(1 .JHe 


we it, that the mode of coyenanting, obſerved by him 


denies. (2.) He finds the Prefacer is a profeſſed friend 


1 2 teſts of orthodoxy: and therefore he myſt firſt 
| affirm, that the Prefacer veils his real principles under a maſk; 
(as himſelf, on a certain occaſion, impoſed on his own preſty- 
tery ). and then boldly aſſert, that the very reverſe of all 
theſe are the Prefacer's real ſentiments.— And who can tell 
but the Defender. may prevail on ſome people to believe his 
Word, without any further enquiry? (3) He is /ometimes 
cauticùs enough to let alone theſe points, which he knew 
*. gonld- not be ſet in à fair light, „ nor conſiſt with the credit of 
bis party: witneſs his forbearing to explain the diſtreffing 
- fats, hinted at in my friend's. queries. Mr Gib declines an- 
Hwering them; and gives theſe reaſons for declining the difft- 
cult taſk: It would be buſineſs too low for this place, to 
A chaſtiſe the arrogance, impertinencies, and improprieties 
in che Prefacer's manner of writing; with the malicious con- 


. about Loon PROCEDURE. in covenanting-· work, which 
s are caſt upon the Aſſociate Synod, in that Preface : but 
| «he; and his correſpondent, whole inveQtive he adopts, are 
A 1. left to the free enjoyment of whatever ſatisfaction they can 


IJ 367, Had Mr Gib been able to give a more particular an- 
os no doubt we ſhould have got it: but, alas } our read · 
ers may ſee the humbling facts, implied in my corre - 
{+ aloe. queſtions, in every corner of the country where 


4 I * make the Prefacer to appear ridiculous or contemptible, be 


that relates to the obvious doctrine and ſcope of the Preface. — 
| Ubalifelett a fewexamples from many more in-his performance. 
The Prefacer's friend aſks, © In the preſent broken ſtate 


h Fr divided in judgment, have we, in theſe circumſtances, any 


2 this work on the people of God? Can the 


oc 'by. that work but Mr Fire prudeatly conceals that 
mate of the Wes: br (cen) it o bis reader” in 


8 ſuppoſes, without putting himſelf to much trouble 
2 bis party, is agrecable to the ſeriptures: which the Pre- 
acer 


pre ſbytery, and to our ſolemn covenants, as well as to 


1 "4 ſtructions and ſuppoſitions, as alſo the virulent cxlumnies 
fad in N N of ſeurrility and ſlander. I p. 356. 


they find any number of Ahtiburghers.  (4.) In order to 
finds it very convenient to conceal, alter, or add ſomething 8 


« of the church, when the fearers of God are ſo remarkably = 
ſeripture · warrant for covenanting? or at leaſt for im- 5 


ends of edification be promoted, in ſuch cireumianctt: ; 
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1 poſes, than to bind unto duties FRESENTLY INCUMBENT | 
* ©. on. the covenanters, it virtue of their preſent and pecuhar* - - 


_ cently enjoyed his cenſure; if he had confeſſed what he knew; 


— 


4 ceruing fin or duty, truth or error. Such were the oc. 

A caſions of the covenants in Horeb, Exo t. Lev. xxv: * 
„aud xxvi. chapters, and in the land of Maab, Deur. An., 
Sc.“ Preface, &c. p. 5. Mr Gib ingeniouily finds out a e 
- meaning for the Prefacer in theſe-words, d menü ee e 


then it is, in the ſame proportion, a ſervice to the cauſe of 
the fender. . Ty £48434 28 ; M4 


_ © preſent and-peculiar dangers; or to promote a prefent re- * 5 


©* ture and common ſenſe,” When Mr Gib comments M nt 
the burgeſs-oath, he places a capital emphaſis on the word *M 
preſently > and fo does the Prefacef in that period. But as - 
the Defender intended a home: thruſt at the Prefacer, he bas», 
taken no notice of that fignificant word, I ſhall reſtore it, - ü 


„ [PRESENTLY] INCUMBENT in virtue of them, and e 


Fp. 368. I is not to be ſuppoſed, 


4 PERFORMED, and not, as he infinuates, duties that re. 

\ quire an obligation. — Beſides, what does he mean, when he 

 tays, /olemn covenanting it but an occaſional duty? Surely. x 
what is a duty, and yet occafional, muſt be preſently incumibent 

- - ONLY in theſe providential circumſtances, which preciſe 4 

conſtitute · the occaſion of that duty. Mr Gib knows very well, 


u ſcriptiite-warrant for covenanting?” Cp. 359.) This con: p- +3. 
cealment is a manifeſt diſadvantage to the Rrefacerz but 


Again, the Profacer ſays, . To mike à covenant with the 
% Lord, in any other circumſtances, and for any other pur» 


te firuation in providence; or to fortify themſelves againſt 


« formation among themſelves is equally contrary to ſcrip- 


% 


and then Mr-Gi#'s remark will ſtand thus:—* That an du E 
% tan be founded upon providentiaFcireumſtances, as being:”- 


« nected only with them; or as duties which had no founda> 
« tion before theſe circumſtances, nor will have any after, 
„ them: all this is certainly a I groſs imagination * 
r Gib neglected to i 25 
tert this word: through inadvertency, becauſe when it is put 
in its place, it refines what is called a very. groſs imaginat n,. 


| and now appears to be one of the firſt principles of religion 


and moral conduct; eſpecially as every body (except Mr Gi) 
allows, that duties preſently. incumbent are duties to be preſents 


that this is all the Prefacer meant; but he could not have de- $ 


The Prefacer ſays, In any of theſe circumſtances, a pu- 
« blic covenant or yow may be made unto the Lord, concerns | 
ing the performance of theſe duties, the avoiding of thelg * 
« datigers, or the reformation from theſe ſins and errors. 
« Theſe are the only caſes wherein the church is authoriſed, by 
« ſcripture example and command, to make a covenant con- 


&% 


£ * * 9 9 
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1 never entered into his head: and having itvented a ſenſe which | 
he chioaks ſufficient to wake the ſentiment appear contemptible, 
be has che courage 10 affirm that they. imply,auvery bad idea. 


* 2 


B 4 
IF 


— 


ere © ers 


is words are theſe ;—© Thus, though the Prefacer gives 
85 4 ſome room tO, the words duty andicemmand, be gives none 
to ibeir ſenſe, with regard to cobenanting; dut really 
| © rurns.jt oßf che footing of duty and obligation in any caſe; 
A to reſt anly upon the footing of mere warrant, as what 
t © may be, or is authoriſed by ſcripture example aud command.” 
. p: 3 57 J Muſt not the world pity or deſpiſę a man who is fo 

weak as to write in this manner 7. Is there nothing more than 
n bare permiſſion implied in authori/eng any thing by ſcripture 
= example and command ? I have not yet ſeep Mr 6i#'s Second 
Volume on the maintenance of the Seceſſion-teſtimony ; but 
be will no doubt tell us therein, what be takes to be the 
meaning of that expreſſion of be burgeſs-oath,—** authoriſed 
y the laws of this realm. To be authoriſed by ſeripture 
© example and command, is underſtood by every body to mean 
Aà binding obligation. — In oppoſition to ſuch as deny the wars 

-  rantablene/s of public covenants or vows, the 'Prefacer lays 


x7 


te may be made and in oppoſition to theſe who admit the 
L © , warrantableneis of ſuch covenants, but deny the divine obli> 
- gation to make them, he ſays, the church is authoriſed by ſcrip- 
Jure example. and command. to do ſo. But the myſtery will 
remain till Mr Gib be pleaſed to explain it, how the Prefacer's 
L Eexpreſſion can be ſo very criminal, and the Defender's expreſ- 
| Hons can be innocent. The ſcope of his ſermon; printed in 
= the fir/t part of the fn Appendix“ is, to prove the wan - 
13 « RANTABLENESS and duty of ſolemn covenanting.” Pray, 
=” what right has this gentleman to obige the world to adopt his 
E - very words? May not others chuſe to ſpeak. in the language 
© familiar to mankind, without ſubmitting to. cither his diétates 
I cannot always ebe the honeſty of the Deſender of fo- 
emo covenanting; but it gives me pleaſure, for bis own ſake 
E to find the following apology in his Defence," &c,—* The 
E © orofs inſult committed upon the 'Scriptures of the Old 
« 33 by the Præfacer 3 pretending to find aby foun- 
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2 gation in them for ſuch doctrines, deſerves no particular an- ; 
; bo t Wer.“ Lp. 36 I While Mr Gab leaves me-in the poſſeſſion 
pft theſe ſcriptpres, which are my ſtrong hold, it appears, that 4 


he i either indifferent about the honour of cheſe texts, or 
that he finds it impoſſible to reſcue them out of the Prefacer's 

” hands. lam fiocerely glad, the Defender had fo. much re- 
verence for dhe word of God, as reſtrained him from at. 
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as a 
| tempting to wre it, on the preſent occaſion. ' I can laugh at 

all the ſevere things he ſays-againſt the Preface and its Aut har: 

but 1 do unfeignegly rejoice, hen the Defender forbears to 


pervert the truths and ways Cod. | 


— 


acknowledgment of ſins in covenanting, becauſe they neither 
preſent being and ſtrength; nor to ſuch ſins as are to be ſound 


e ; but they © inſiſt on many antiquated ſacis in their 

* confeſfion' of fins, which have comparatively little influence 
© on preſent eonduct. To juſtify the heavieſt cenfure 
Me Gib can inflict with his pen upon the Prefacer, he ſinds it 
neceſſary to affirm, that the Prefacer ** plainly includes 4LL 
es the facts mentioned in their confeflion of fins, under "the - 
% character of antiquated facts.“ [p. 378.) The Preface, &. p. 

: e facts, but Mr Gib ſays ALK 
of them. The world might derive an advantage from Mr 

- Gib's ingenuity, if they were diſpoſed to ſubmit to his direct? 


the world that he plainly includes ALL things:“ and then 
the triumph will be quite complete. A large meaſure of af- 
ſurance is ſometimes as requitize as/a ſcrupulous” conſcience, 
when @ man has the trifling forms of language to ſupercede; 
but, as Mr Gib obſerves, an argument built even upon the 


«-was called, but about what it was; not about words, but 
about the matter of the thing: not about the arbitrary file 
language, but about the neceſſary import of the deed.” ibid. 
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deprives me of every method of felfzdefence 3 nay, I muit uot 
fo much as complain when he ſays, that the Prefacer's maß 
Fact means ALL fact that the Prefacer's duty authoriſed by 
ſcripture example and command; implies no more but a"mere 
. warrant, without any obligation concerning'it—and that the 
Prefater's'vLex for public covenanting in three caſes; is, an 
_ effering up all O 
great jacrifice to the idol of hit own maliguancy. So that the 
veaning of words, and the ftile- language, can neither de- 
fend the Prefacer, nor injure the caute Mr Gib maintains 
No wonder that this gentleman always claims che victory l bis 
enemies art᷑ vreaturet his own fancy; © - "a4 
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The Prefacer complaios of the - Antiburghers, and their 3 
attend particularly to ſuth ſins of the generation as are in 


with themſelves, even with themſelvos, againſt the Holy One of £1. 


1 
4 * 
39. 


noa ; namely, to know their own liberty as to © words” ane bl 
che arbitrary ſtile of language.” [p. 363.] When the p-*=6: 
Prefacer peaks of © Many things,” it is neceflary to perſu ade | 
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| Here is the wiſdom of the ferpent ! This ſtate of the queſton 


AGE to God in ſolemn covenanting,”as # ' 4 
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uniform language of ſcripture itſelf; may reſt on a ſandy fouls. + © 4 1 
_ dation- He adds, * The queſtion is not about how“ a thing 
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g | leman, are emblazoned on his works, and particulnely on 
Elie Defence of ſolemn mf waned, in oppoſition to the Preface 
of a late Survey, His impartiality, fairneſs, and - plain-deal. x 
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B g. are tratiſmitted to poſterity in that Defence, for their 
wp arning and imitation.—It might be ' realonably. expected, 
wdbat while Mr Gib is profeſſedly explaining and enforeing the | 
EF  dinding obligation of covenants, vous and oaths, he would de- N 
cFelare the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, as | 
be ſreally thinketh in his heart, without any fort of equivocation 
dr mental reſervation ; even as good critics exemplify their 

E rules of criticiſm, in their manner of writing on the Novieck. 
For my on part, I am willing to allow that he would nei - 
der have been more honeſt, fair, and upright, than be it: 
vor would have kept a more cautious diſtance from all ap- 

3 | Ts of miſrepreſenting the Prefacer's meaning, than he 
dat donez—even though he had taken a folemn.oath'to act as 

= an the fight of God, when he ſat down to write his Defence, &c.: 

= nd further, I conſept that this: declaration, made by ode 

= Whom he calls % adverſary, ſhall operate as much in bis fa- 
vors, as the words of it, when taken in au equitable con- 
mtruction, can poſſibly admit. Wright oy 

© + {The reader muſt ſuppoſe, if he can, that all the palite ex. 

= prefions in the Defence, &c. ſome of which have been men- 

= _ toned on the firſt article; and all the traces of prudence 
therein, ſome of which have been inveſtigated on the ſecond 

© article; —are nothing elſe but meekne/t of uiſdom, James iti. 13. 
I 00 infinuate a doubt concerning this, might be highly detri- 
mental to the reſpect due to Mr Gih's candour and integrity. 
It may ſeem to be very difficult to conceive, how many 

- - common people ſhould be able to underſtand any thing about 
Arianiſm, Arminianiſm, Dein, Prelacy, and Latitudinarian 
dae | mean about the import of the /everel ſyſtems that 
nere deſcribed by theſe names, except upon the authority of 

= Seceding miniſters: and it is perhaps equally inconceivable, 
bo they ſhould attain Mch a full perſuaſion of many things 
mentioned ja the acknowledgment of ſius, as “ excludes all 

=  * controterſy about the truth of the facts, and the ſtate- 
ment of thele facts, except upon the authority aforeſaid. 
Tet Mr Gib aſſures us, their covenanters do underſtand theſe 
daoctrines, and are “ fully ſatisfied about the truth of all the 
ee facts narrated in the confeſſion“ of fins; but be ſays, 
n a baſer calumhy cannot be deviſed, than a giving out, that 
e people are called to take ſeme deftrines,” or td take any 
alt, mereiy upon the authority of Seceding: miniſters.” 
Tea, he proves the Prefacer to he one of the baſeſt calum- 
| -- - pjators for: haviog-infinuatcd, that their people are 9 
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o $cceding winde, 
1175 duns conefuſtve argument - All the f. do nie in he's 5g I 
* moſt Fable aud authentie records add hiſtories of the 1 2 
eingd om. p. 378. This argument is ſo very conelufive, , 29 
tat it muſt cher the Ppefacer with ſhame, whenever it can E X 
be further deckired, © tat their | covenanters are town %% Wl 
\ have derive? their information from uch records a his. = 
ein Mr Si de pleaſed to glve che world more ſa- * 4 
Er this point, de muſt leade every eng on they, 
nd veracity of his owit word.” . _=— 
55 we uſt alſo leave ſome other poſitions io hs] 0 -F 
to ſtand on the /ame foundation ſuch as, that A 
E 2 Prefatty's doctrine . wiekedly ſtrikes at the root of 1 
eee op Wore yet; of all engagement to any ſubordi- 9 1 
a nate ſtandards as teſts of orttiodoxy, in any period of the _ E 
0 Chriſtian church; that it's upon the matter * zuktißes all | 
«hofe wicked laws, by which" the ſtanding obligation wh 1 K 
Jer ſölema coverving" wan cbnmdemmed * aud that the 
PPefater's ben confciefice could not but ſay, that he is u * 
enemy to cobenunt ing.“ Theſe charges a eee . * 4 
Whar evidence? By t en c.? or, Vp the conſent of F 
the Prefucer , No but by the unſpotted candaur and verd* nl 
ele of Mr Gib's affirmation, who is witne/7, judge, aud jugs 
eqrdngy 5 the truth of all the forefald imputations.. A. 
cording "fx! wrt the following | ſciitence” upon uf 3 1 | 
certainly is an enemy to cbvenanting, 45 real i 
1 HO differently) as any'whot ever paſſed under the 
character of malignants, informer dags ot — 1 
The Public has a manifold ſecurity upon Me Gib for his 
. Eahdour and i EN in the e Defence, &. 1. nt? 297 
pitced infimediarely after One of his ov ier mos, upon 1, 
is war rant, ſor 3 Auer the Net Te eflament i K 2 
and b doubt che ſpirit and tensper of the prencher ate traut 3 
Fuſed into the Defence, &c. 2. Ie nds ia 4 work intitiech 
he preſeit TRUTH." 3. be Written by one who z ma F 
* had an'eartyand'fecial concerts in the Secefon-cauſe, gi - = 
ing him occafion-for particular acquaintanee with It A 6 
more than any other member now remaining in the Ao 
1 eigte Syned n 4. His Defence, &.; together with he 
veſt Uf his performance, mult be cofififfcretl; hot only as a2 
del piere of ſuſtice to r e the world aul u 58 
* cefiry information for poſterity; büt alfo as à mattet o 1 
duty — og fe Now; it ean never de ſüßpee 
* aye rag wound either deceive the world, or mn pole 
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6 3 . rity, or Aupdte upon his ten far "Ic can rh 
chat he will fo much as attempt to do all this at once. By 1 
4 ECib's third canon of criticiſm, recorded in the introduction to 
this performance, it muſt be groſsly abſurd to impute to him 
br any thing like di//imulation or diſingenuity. (5,) It is a material 
=” circumſtance on this head, that he liberall 5 acknowledges che 
Prefacers merit, where-ever he could diſcover it: for in- 
ſtance, he ſays of the Prefacer's idea. of renewing covenants, 
bb * it is wholly of his own invention.“ p. 361. is a-moſt 
convincing proof of his impartiality to an adverſary l A few, 
3 exarples of this ſort are ſufficient, to give a ſanction to the 
3 „ candour of the ſevereſt diſputant, that ever employed his pen 
e in the field of controverſy | eſpecially if it be further conſi- 
n. (6.) That Mr Gib carefully diſtinguiſhes between the 
innocent and the guilty. He — of the repreſentation the 
E TE © Prefacer had given of the principles of the Burghers, con- 
. * cerning the obligation of our folemn covenants, that it ig lo- 
2 ed the repreſentation is mgf-injurious:t0 THEM. Now, as L 
E 2 d is well know not to be on very good terms with the 
© Burghers, and yet does them the juſtice to vindicate them from 
E her | the injurious . by the bye, is a greater te- 
= ftimony of his concern for their honour, than they bave ever 
© ſhewn for it themſelves); muſt not every reader be fully ſa- 
4g Baßed, that Mr Gib has cenſured the. Prefacer with reaſon, | 
85 juſtice, and i W er partiality ' 8 
. | Theſe are intrinſic and infallible exidericas i in Mr Gib's 
| CE E performance itſelf, that it muft. be ſo or that the caſe can- 
not, eden by the utmoſt rational ſtreteh of charity, be ſup - 
| | | 7 poſed: otherwiſe'®,” as to bis eee, ii 4 * 
| . GG Rn 
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An ric iq. The wir Mr Gib's Dofence contains, is not i 
. a e doubr the importance of ui. and the P 
4 gu of his performance, confined his genius. But if any 
J Pr | body wiſhes to ſce the ahjlities be poſſeſſes in this kind of * 
Z - wriciog, aod his free tia of thinking, unreſtrained by the | * 
WEE pedantic rules of nature, art, or exceilive decency ſuch a ve 
1 . maß ſce a tolerable ſpecimen, in © a LUDICROUS a 
A SHEET,” as Mr Gib bimſelf calls it +, “ publiſhed io win- A 
8 = ter 1766,” with this title, Up and war them a Willie. | His "m8 
® 4 oun three elders peak of it in the following terms.“ It is 1 
= on a religious ſubject; and in it the piety of our worthy v 
* * paſtor is very conſpicuous, particularly in embelliſhing his n 
©q 7-66 „ een eee 18 verre e the - 'C 
"M0 I 
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| tranſported into his own element. The Defence of flea Þ 


3 * 
— 


| pleafantry. This pedantic obſeryation,” ſays he, right. 


covenanting, &cc. furniſhes a few inſtances of this native bias 3 


in its author. 


| _ Hear iy, 2 N R * 9 5 
= ſpirits 5f certain  claſt of bis readers v. I hope their ac- 
"count of the matter is injurivus to him but a man of þu« 

. our, notwithſtanding his utmoſt caution, will ſometimes be 


An ingenious writer has taken pains to ſhew, t that it is 4 \ 


« impoſſible for an 
66 by that the ba 


of all wit is truth: and that no thought 


„ fimplicity, which we ſo much admire in the compoſitions 


The Prefacer's doctrine is, that covenanting ſhould al- 


thought to be beautiful which is not * 
« can be valuable, of which good ſenſe is not the ground. 5. 
<-work, This is that natural way of writing, that beautiful 


of the ancients; and which no body deviates from, but 1 3 | 3 | 
© thoſe who want ſtrength of genius to make a thought 
* thine in its own natural beauties +.” | 


a ways be managed with a view to the time to come. Mercies | i 


«© that have been received, and tranſgreſſions of the law of © NY 3 


TY. God, in time paſt, may, and ſhould be conſidered: as 
_ & tives to this duty; but the duty itſelf carries the mind only LE, 
\, * forward to future conduct. The covenant the Jews made, 


in the days of Nehemiah, had only a reſpect to prefent re- 


© formation, and future dudes: : and therefore they ſay; = 4 1 b 
« Becauſe of all this” ſeries of mercies, judgments, and pro- ä 
% vocations, ** we make a fure covenant,” namely, to pers” 


« form future duties, and to reform the preſent diſorders 


« and fins among us, Neh. ix. — noi ”.—Though this poſition 4 
ſeems 3 enough, and 1 
miſun by any reader who has the ſmalleſt under. 
ſtanding of tie fab deck; it affords Mr Cib an occaſion to 


ſmoothe his brow for a moment with a little ſneering” and 


be taken, af firft. view, as ſuppoſing all his readers to de 
« errant fools : for who but tuch could ever imagine, that 


© any might pretend A preſent covenanting, or engatzing to 


*, do ſomething in the time paſt; while not à moment of © 
t that time can ever be recalled for a new-doing of any thing 


«* init? Do people need to be taught, that they ſhould nor. 
* engage to-day,” that they will do ſomething yeſterday ? 


If the reader ſtop here, he may ſuppoſe that this ridicule _ 
upon the Prefacer ; but if he has 8 to proceed to the 
next paragraph of the Defence, be will iind, that it 


| only intended againſt thele * arrant foake;”-who are fo Gull 
* 
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ely in danger of being 
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for Mr Cib aſſures us, that the ſame Prefacer. is more rogue 
3 chan fool. He tells us to beware of that obſervation in the 


plicity, there js a ſnake gras: it. conceals a 
37 baſe intendment.” [p. 369.] . 85 gives me real pleaſure to 
| "I have this opportunity of returning my beſt thanks to Mr Gib, 
== for the ſervice his pointed and well-digected ſatire, muſt. ren» 
der to an obſervation” which is the very binge of the Pre- 
4 5 . * new doctrine. To deny the obſervation is ſaid to 
be as unreaſonable, as it would be, to teach people that they 
mould engage ne „that they will da ſemet hing yeſterday 1 
and every body, even arrant fools themiclves, muſt allow, 
that ſuch. doctrine is both fa//e and foalifh. Mr Gib allows 
95 « AT EIKST VIEW,” the Prefacer's obſervation ſcems 
to be as true, as that contraſted compariſon, ſeems denen. 
b ſenſical, and even. impoſſible. 
. Wes The Prefacer 27 — „Ihe matter of the Jewiſh ＋ 2 
; EF. ec was only a refgrmation u their own, fins,, and the fu · 
40 ture practice of their own duty : the nature of their co - 
Y 8 1 venant was a ſolemn engagement to reform their gun pro · 
E © /ent fins, and to perform their duty in time to come: 
3 Y 2 they made their covenant concerning che reformation of 
Y Gahcir own ſins.“ — Mr Gib is very plaaſant, and very pious 
100, in his candid ridicule on this paflage, telling his reader, 
with great ſoltmnity and politeneſs, that, © in, the above 
words, the Prefacer once and again blungers upon a very 
7 hard taſk for his covenanters, even beyond the Pact of 
Omnipotence; which, though it can make an end of ſins, 
46. ci cannot Lum them.“ [p. 369, It was well the ** abomi; 
. able ſpirit“ of theſe words in the Pręfuce, &c. did not 
rouſe the Defender's gentle temper into an exclamation, What 
| din detirine is this! For the reader muſt believe it he is 
dilpoſed—that the Prefacer is of opinion, that fins may be 
ſanflified: Vor that fin may. be transformed into-bolineſs 1 ot that 
9 may became virtue! It cannot be to the purpoſe, if the 
Pretacer remind Mr Gik ot ſome cxpreſſions in bis Pre- 
ace, &c. which explain his meaning, and viodieate his or- 
; Shodoxy, luch as, the ins they. engaged to put away,” — 
19 engaging to reform themſelues, and to perform their own 
ooh duty, and others of the ſame i import : nor will 1 infiſt on 


fenſũive ex preſſions; both becauic the Defender might politel 
reply, that ſuch examples are pedanticatly lugged in, an 
pecauſe it might tempt him to try his wit upon the ſcriptures 
n though any. other 5 ln. 2 the Nee 
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reface, &c. becauſe, with all its four $A truth and 


like Egure of ipeech in che ſacred oracles, to juſtify the of- | 
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$f, TMT SHATL AEK WHITE AS SNOW, &c.” But | will eo th 
dcavour to ſatisfy My Gib upon better grounds chan 
te kao very well what regard is due to the contents by the 
chapters in our Bibles, prefixed by che tranſlators. When 
their words are in Mr Gib's favours, they are almoſt equiva- 
lent to ag expreſs determination of ſcripture; and l know no 
veaſon why they may not be adduced. alto for the Preſacer. 
The ſtrange marriages of the Jews, and their violation of che Mi 
— were undoubtedly their ms : now, the tranflators - 
ave ſet Ezra's. reformation: of marriages, in the rupuing title 
over Eara x. 3 and Mehemiab reformeth the violation of the Sab- 
bath, and the marriages with firange wives, are a part of the = 
 ontants prefixed to Nah. xiii.—I hope this authority will iu- 
duce Mr Gib to cancel bis v itticiſm on the phraſe of reforming WM 
Vins e or, reaſon and juſtice muſt be ſacrificed e =_ - 
he muſt allow. that many more valuable characters than = 
of the Preſucer will be in the Tame condemnation. .,Mr os 1 : 
 wultkuow, that the idea of reforming ſins, | 225 relifying - 
Aliſorders, is common enbugh. Men of wit are ſometimes 10 
ſelf - willed, that they will wm hazard the loſs of a friend, 
ban conceal their joke: Mr Gib goes further; he boldly: ven- 1 1 
tutes the credit, both of his underſtanding, his charity, and his 
Jearaing, without any care or concern ahout che certain con- 
e apa? of the amazing eee * for che Ne 
oh ; 0 
The Defender. makes himſelf very Feast with ! the PR 


| : 6 p el ſcheme, . which he ſays the 3 has“ pedanticaihy 1 
40 — in,“ to ill te the nature of; as and dead. A c- . 
benanting. Lp. 367-] 60 's words are—* As to the p4/pel- p | 


. „ ſebeme, 2 lugged in), what oed is Fw 70 5 
| $6 for any, man to underſtand. ir, in order to prevent his 
| s calling things as above ex preſſed ? A moderate Knowledge 
| «of the common-ſenie-ſcheme, may certainly ſexye the pur- 
0 poſe, — Vet will the Prefacer's ge/pel-/ch:me:; allow bim to 
. ** tay about a new cops of faith and love, (as he argues abounʒt 

„ new covenanting), that it contains no approbatios ot, no 

* adherence to, any former "attainment or engagement ian 

| „ this matter I-80 far as any thing in theſe words has a2 
| | Heu of argument, it will come to be examined in the third 
| ſection: at preſent I am oply. concerned with: the p ti, 
| humour they exhibit. I beliese the Defender will not atcribe 
the term geſpeliſchemę to the invention of the Profater x this b 
would be doing him an hongur he does not delerye, ad 
cannot juſtly claim: and I cannot ſuppoſe he be will reckou a 
W mers Le eee both 2 2 and 5 1 
2 75 
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5 Aubert of che 
* "har he mf e 9 the moment they are brought 
3 His view. As a mad-man who eaſteth fire-brand „ Arrows, 
aud death; fo is the man that deceiveth — neighbour 
much more the man, the miniſter! that ſpeaketh —— 
3 'ofihe goſpelſebeme,— and 1 | Amor 1 in ſport Fe Prov. 
ri. 18, 19. Had Mr Gib proved; pay, had he but 
| that the Profacer has miſconceived or perverted the 

þ ſcheme, the libertics he takes with the expreflion had been 
leis incxcuſeable; but holding it up to deriſion, as he does, 
VvVithout any 1 of that — yea, without pretend - 
ig any ſuch provocation, is a great exceſs" of es 
| and levity, if not worſe So much for bis wir. 

J ARTICLE $5: The MODESTY of Mr G's Defence, Ke. is 
| ſomething like 3 man's habitual manner of behaviour ; and, as 
be ſays on a particular occaſion; this manner” of behaviour 
BY * wc thing, which, according to the nature of it, would 
t come to de loſt, and evaniſh, juſt ſo far as it ſhould be di 
= into a number of things. Such an article, in 
| ' "4s ery ture, ls wor to be tp by a number of 
particular inſtances v. Therefore, in order to evince the 
1 of chis gentle man, I muſt not attempt to collect fo 
many examples of that amiable diſpoſition. This 
— indeed de a difficult taſæ. But I am happily directed 
t another- critcrion, and that is, @ general teſtimony of 
* * ſuch as have bad acceſa to know him, upon their common 
e obſervation .“ However, as Mr Gib wid tells us, that his cha- 
1  radter has becn ſingularly traduced among his acquaintances, 
% having been in ſome meaſure made a gaving-fteck,” both by 


þ == | reproaches and offliftions, more, perhaps, than any other 


ol bis character at this day. 4” i would be ungenerous 

0 call him to hazard a. determination at thut bar, which 
| "night probably be adverſe to bis reputation; all circumſtances 
e en 


But there is ſiill * . a remdiniop, 
„ © a I bumbly conceive the propereſt method, of ſertling this 
A article of character, upon the ſureſt grounds: and that is, to 
E  cobfider le Mr Gib ſpeaks, and what he ſays, (1. ) of him/e//; 
© (2;) of bis adverfaries ;- (3.) of his un cauje ; (4.) of the cauſe 
of if adverſiries ; (5:) of hirown party ; and (6.) of the party 
that aubere to his attention to theſe things, 
* which OP 2 found in all his writings, will pre- 
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of Mr Gib, —a character he per- 


Ml een gg. 


enen 2: 


- For ollen 7d all his. 
| — toil, and moreover it is altogether needleſs: for one 
ſpirit pervades the whole of them.—I ſhall only ſelect a few 
things on theſe fix heads from his. preſent Defence, &c. and 
his general Preface. 

1. When Mr Gib bas occaſion to ff 
eught to be heard. The account he gives of himſelf in the 


note on the fixth page of his Preface to i. The preſent Truth: a 
6 dif; play of the Seceſſion - teſtimony,ꝰ contains the following 


intereſting facts, He entered to the univerſity of Edinburgh, - 


ain winter 1730.—He was preſent, during the next three, 
« years, in moſt, if not all the meetings of the General As. 
. 4 ſembly; and their commiſſions. From what he obſerved at 
e ſome of theſe meetings, he came to a reſolution in winter 
7 1732, to acknowledge no connection with the judicatories 
* of the eſtabliſhed church; (even before any Seceſſion was. 
« thought of by the minifters ! }—He was then in no connection 
4 or acquaintance with any of the miniſters who afterwards 
« compoſed the Aſſociate Preſbytery,—When the 
2 Perth and Stirling, in October 1735, enrolled the intruder 


* into the pariſh o Muckbart (to which he belonged) 3 he 


«.gave in to that Synod, a declaration of Se Fromeh 


hem, 
«-and all the ole 3 judicatories of the eſtabliſhed church. 


« Of that declaration he got extracts from the Synod-clerk, 
*« No anſwer, it is ſuppoſed, have ever 
1 extracts of that declaration of Seceſſion were laid before the 


* which were then received. N. B. The firft ever rec 


« Aſſociate Preſbytery, wich a declaration of Acceſſion to -_ 9 
2 them. He was preſent in moſt of the meetings of that 


tery 4 till he was licenſed on the gth of 
T March 1740. —He 
, 2d of Horil 1741,—Since that time he has been 
« the way of exerting his ca 
n ceffion-cauſe.—He conſiders i ita as the diſtinguiſhi 


* nels of his carthly condition, that he has been /#far 2 1 8 
© in this way, as to render him a principal butt for the ar- 
« rows of its adverſaries from all quarters; partitularly, - as 


*« tothe meg abuſe committed upon him by a late 


oc [the Prefacer 7 (among ſame. others), whom he will have 
cad of this, and alſo of the next volume? 

He concludes, It is an honour, as a ſtrong preſumption 
of being on the Lord's fide, 40! meer with ſuck ute n 2 
; Fe one of that writer's com 4 
Mx Gib has been repreſented often. to the world as a Dis» 1 
2 eee ee in hs = 
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dot now Be Has modeſtiy eftablifhed bis claim ts füperior Ro- 
mours: for where can à man be found that refoed to be 
| a'Secetier ſoearly as in ew or, that weighed the 
| rebfons of that reſolution more 2 that was leſe in - 
fuenced in that reſolution by the opinions of men? or that 
6: 1 in his Seceſſion more regular? or that gave in 


| Aﬀfociatc Preſpytery ſo log, and fo eonſlantly.? or that hay" 
been kept o fedfaft in his attachment to the Seceffion-cauſt 7 
| or that has been ſo active in|exerting his Face forte Ert 
Nee of chat cauſe? or that Has fifered Jp much for it? or 
chat has ſo uniformly becy abuſed by all the adverſirizy of fit,” 
MERELY becauſe he was à defender of chat cauſe? or that 
has been a ſort of fortification and buttreſf around its friends, 
ww repel and exhauſt the arrows of its adverſafies ? or finally, 
that has been ſo much honoured with malignant abuſe, whith. 
Ke has always borne with exemplary jo yet + rp 
believe it was with great reluctance that Mr Gib prevailed 
on himſelf to give ſuch a recommendation- to bis dun per- 
formance; but the neceſſity of the times, and the defign of 
 - His book, rendered it expedient that the truth ſhould 
3 * es nd "compelled him to glory, no doubt much againſt 
B w ne r THR 2TH DS”? 
. His modeſty is conſpicuouſly Giſplayed, whenever he 
| Ris octzfion to ſpeak” of his adverſaries, © They att 4 ſer of 
ud, baighty mortals ; and their temper is ſo difecily Opp 3- 
fie to Mr Gibs humble ſpirit, that he embraces every oppor- 
eee vanity. © This is very evident from the 
1 "Defence, &. Wbherein he affiires the public, that 

ay Preface 


E > 
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„ See. is . arrant nonſenſe, firpudcnrtly pAmedhp- 


2 on the world horrible doctrine againſt alf obligation of 


datht or covenants—the moſt daring outrage upon the 
work of beating witnels for Chriſt, yea, upon the riglits of 
the divine holineſs, that has ever been committed under the 
1 colobt of friendihip to our covenanted reform tion.“ 
{> And ſpeaking of the Prefacer himſelf, he ſays, “ It is to be 
r conſidered as one of the Reps of the Lord righteous 
judgment upon à backfliding generation, that he Has per- 
. mitted — man to rie up with a brow of braſs, un er 4 
e deluxe maſk of friendſhip to our covenanted reformation, 
tor ſeduting the Lord's people from any genuine regard to 
r, and for Promoting the preſent apoſtacy from 3 jtnetf* 
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there will * a further verifying of 'rhat awful 
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ing profeiſfion.—When the Survey comes to be conſider- 
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* "Phefe paſſages ſhew that Mr Gib was particularly grieved at 
the Prefacer's pride and impudence, becauſe he had riſen up 
with a brow of brajs, &c.z and therefore the Defender uſes 
every mortifying expreſſion, to make that man ſenſible how 
exceedingly deteſted his arrogance was by this modeſt gentle» 
man {—Perhaps ordinary readers have not perceived this to 
be the reaſon why Mr Gib uſes ſo many hard names againſt 
the Preface, &c. and its author; but if theſe names were 
dictated by a noble indignation againſt impudence and pride, 
they will bear witneſs of his delicacy and humble ſpirit, 
as long as the work that records them ſhall be read with 
' knowledge and approbation among poſterity. = 
3. The light wherein Mr Gib conſiders his own cauſe, is a 
further evidence of his modeſty. He honours it, taken com- 
. plexly, with an excluſive title to he reckoned © The preſent [ 
truth the Seceffion-cauſe the Lord s work !—our co» 
« venanted work of reformation ! and a witneſſing profeſ- 
&« on !” The unaffected modeſty of this claim is too evident 
to admit of either a proof or an illuſtration. Vet. 5 
4. The implied view of the cauſe maintained by his adverſa. 
ries, is an additional demonſtration of his own modeſty. He i 
was never known to engage againſt an adverſary, except in WM 
ſome particular and extraordinary cafes, He always either 
Found or made the cauſe of his adverſaries, a very bad one ; q 
_ ſtamping it with the characters, 4 horrible, blaſphemout, | 
% awful, dreadful, horrid,” &c. &c. &c, He muſt be blind 
Indeed, who cannot perceive the rouſing provocation, given 
to 4 zealous mind, by ſuch doctrines and tempers as have 
come in Mr Gib's way |—D2Frines and tempers, that merit 
another ſort of reply than Mr Gib usUaLLY gives them! as 
even his adverſarics themſelves muſt allow. 5 b 
25 5. The character he gives of hig own party, is a remarkable i 
| tablidce of modeſty. They are ſaid to be © friends of the 
| © Seceffion-caufe !—the Lord's people making an appear. 
«: ance on the Lord's tide, and valiant for the truth upon the 
„ % earth, —in the way of folemn covenanting.” - Such are 
ö the titles he appropriates to his party in Scotland, England, 
Ireland, and America! No body can bluſh in pleading for 


— 


fuch clients ! © 2 

; 56. The characters be draws for the party that adheres to 

4 his adverſary, are dark and ſtriking. He deſcribes them as 
, % backſliding faints !—a backſliding 'generation !—fuppoſed 


, es fearers of God!” &c. G. Having given them fuch 

1 names, it is rather to be wondered that he is ſo very mode» ©} 
d rate with them, than that he has uſed ſome Heverity againſt 
c 
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An ric 6. TheconsisrENcI of Mr Cib's Defence, &c. 
is che next point to be conſidered. Here | ſh ill only propoſe 
a few difficulties to the Defender, (if he happen to ſee my 
re) z and ſhall wait for his reſolution of them, 
when he finds it convenient, as they are too hard for me. 
1. Do not you allow, Sir, © that covenanting is but an oc- 


FJ 


Yet you lay, © it is very fingular, even not ſuppoſable, as what 
« ever did or can exiſt, that the church ſhould have a pro- 
| * vidential call to ſome important duties connected only with 
„ a2. ber preſent condition.” [p 358.) Muſt not this be always 
| «the caſe with regard to all ſuch duties as are but occaſional ?” 
2. You fay, It may well be reckoned very odd, to ſtate 
e a compariſon betwixt permanent deeds in the church, and 
F . « tranſient acts in the mind; as if there could be any ſenſe 
p. 29. © in arguing from the one to the other.” [p. 307. Cove- 
nanting is here conſidered as a permanent deed in the church, 
and living by faith, and walking in love, as tranſient acts in the 
mind. Now, Sir, I beg leave'to aſk, How covenanting which 
is but an occafional duty, comes to be called a permanent deed ? 


" 
1 — 


And further, How a life of faith and walking in love can be 


denominated tranfient acts If you reckon covenanting a 
permanent deed, becauſe it conſtitutes a permanent obligation; 


ſhould you not alſo reckon living by faith, and walking in love, 


ſomething much more than tranſient ads of the mind ?—But 
| this diſtinction muſt be examined in another ſein. | 
3. If © the aſſurance which is in the direct act gf' faith, is 
& founded upon the word onLY *;” how come you, Sir, to 
put the following queſtion—* Will the Prefacer's goſpel- 
“ ſcheme allow him to ſay, about a new act of faith,—that it 
contains no approbation of, no adherence to, any former 
i». 23. auainment or engagement in this matter?“ (p. 367.]J— 
go. Does not your queſtion imply an idea, directly oppoſite to 
EF the doctrine laid down by the Preſtytery? Yea, does it not 
et the acts of faith upon the footing of permanent deeds in the 
mind? While I cannot but apprehend your views in that 
matter, to be widely different both from ſcripture and reaſon ; 
bo can Lhelp thinking that you allow, there it ſenſe in ar- 
EF. guing from FAITH and LOVE fte COVENANTING f—and from 
tue exerciſe of the mind upon the word of God in the one 
E | caſe, to the exerciſe of it upon the ſame word in the other? 
43᷑. Lou tell us, that, facts above a thouſand years back 
« were confeſſed at covenanting in Nebæmiahs time, under a 
« very different conſideration” from that of being antiquated 
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21. cafional duty ? You ſay, none ever diiputed” this. [p. 357-] 
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facts. [p. 379-]' Yet you ſay, when ſpeaking of the ackniow-"p. 9 
ledgment of fins, prefixed to the Seceding bond“ That i 
« acknowledgmentcommences with the begun fall of reforma- 
„ tion. work, in the laſt century; without going back upon 
any miſtakes or miſmanagements, in the preceding work 
« of reformation: becauſe EVILS o THIS sor cannot be 
« properly ranked among the ftanding grounds of the Lord: 
% controverſy with their poſterity; or axY OTHER EVILS 
&« but theſe which belong to the ſucceeding courſe of apoftacy from 
« that reformation.” [(p. 372.]—Relerving my remarks on p 
this ſentiment for another iection, I muſt aſk you, Sir, How | 
it is poſſible, according to your own account, to reconcile 
the acknowledgment of fins, uſed by your party, with the 
| example of confeſſiag fins in Nehemi:h's time? You con- 
FINE your confeſſion to a period of ninety. three years; in his 
days, fins above a thouſand years back were confeſſed at cove- 
nanting. How dare you henceforth fay, you are going forth 
by the footfteps of the flock — Again, you tell us, that“ any 
« miſtakes or miſmanagements in the preceding work of re- 
© formation,” viz. betore the year 1650, “ cannot be pro- 
« perly ranked among the flanding grounds of the Lord's con- 
« ftroverſy with their poſterity,” Yet when ſpeaking of 
« compulſive methods of dealing with men, in matters of con- 
ſcience or mere religion,” you exprels yourſelf in theſe 
terms “ At the time of the reformation ia the laſt century, 
* ſome ſpecious remains of the leaven of that abomination, . i 
c“ had not been got entirely purged out; the natural rights of Mp 
& conſcience were not generally underſtood ; and tome work-  - Mt 
« ings of that leaven, in the compullory terms which the 
„ Preſbyterians of the Engliſh parliament and Weſtminſter- | 
s affembly ſtood upon, when treating with the Independents 
s of the aſſembly and army, are what I freely reckon on 
« great ſpring of the ruin which ſoon befel the reformation-work 
66 / that period 1. Here I muit aſk, Whether light and 
darkneſs are more directly oppoſite than theſe propoſitions ? 
And whether your party is faithful to the generation, in 
concealing ſo important a ſpring ot the ruin of reformation® _ 
work? Was not the ſpring of that ruin, a fing ground of ' 
the Lord's controverſy with peſterity? And was not that ruin- 
ing _ meaſure ** a miſtake and milmanagement in the wor 
* of retormation ?” 1 c es 
5. You ſay, it “ was never before heard of,” that -our Þ 
forefathers * drew up an acknowledgment of ſins in 1638.” 
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| . reconciled with your expreſſion that ſtands in a note om 
b 2s. page 374. in theſe words,—* All turns about to ex- 


s clude all vouing to the Lord again prevailing evils, while 


this cannot poſſibly be without having a reference made te 
« them in the cath. Such a reference or reduplication as be- 

« longed, though in a different form, to the bond, by which 

| * the national covenant was renewed in 1638, no leſs than 
0 toithe bond by which it is renewed among the Anti- 
„ burghers. Upon theſe words, permit me to aſæ - Whe · 
ter you do not expreſsly acknowledge in them, that there 
were prevailing evils in 1768, when the national covenant. 
was renewed ? Whether you do not affirm, that the bond 

| then ſworn, was a vow againft theſe prevailing evils *—Whe- 
ther your words do not bear, that there could not have been. 
| ſuch a vow againſt prevailing evils, without making a reference 
o them Do not you ſay, that © ſuch a reference” to theſe 
Prevailing evils, © or redup/ication” upon them belonged to 
** the bond by which the natianal covenant was renewed in 
7 1638, no leſs than to the“ deceding © bond ?”— When 
= you ſay, that reterence belonged to the bond in 1638 * in 4 
4 different form: does not this ſtill allow, that there was a 


KF 


- + ly, that there was.an acknowledgment of theſe evils, or ſins 
Ihen made? Upon the whole, ir ſeems Mr Gib has heard o 

4 an acknowledgment of fins, cr prevailing evils, drawn up 
e by our forefathers in 16383” and any body elſe may bear 
Nit, by reading the oath they ſwore at that period, ' | 
Some other examples ot his con/iftency are ready to be pro- 
© duced, upon a certificate under the ſeal of public approbation, 
concerning all theſe that have been mentioned, —declaring, 
that the whole of them are perfectly harmonioys, conſiſtent, 


E- contrary, art nothing but a repetition of malignant abuſe a - 
gainſt the Defender ꝙ ſolemn covenanting, &c. | | 
| + ARTICLE 7. Mr. Gib's talents in cRITICISs M, deſerve a 
place in every attempt to diſplay the /pirit of his performan- 
ces. Criticiſm is the art of judging with propriety of men and 
things, according to their nature; with candour, taſte, and un» 
derſtanding.— His abilities in this art are very. conſpicuous, 
through. bis whole performance, Perhaps I do not ſo much 
admire them as /eme other readers; but this cannot derogate 
from his merit in the leaſt, as every reader muſt allow: for 
Mr Gib tells me, I am his adverſary and beſides, he ſays my 
E - notiops are both imprious,, and mon/troufly abſurd.. I am dit: 
qualified from being ſo much as an evidence in any court of 


| Juſtice, where Mr Gib is a party to the cauſe; how much 
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reference in souE form to prevailing evils ; and conſequent- 


and uniform; and that all the objections I have urged to tho 
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moro to be a competent judge of his performance; wherein ] 
Lam a party againſt him? However, I ſhall preſume to offer 
a few animadverſions on the Defender's application of divers 
places of ſcripture. NET | | 8 
1. I had ſaid in the Preface, &c. In the continued living 
e by faith, and walking in love, the Chriſtian ſhould fix his 
& whole attention, not on what he has attained to, but on the 
& faithful word and ſovereign authority of Jenovanun. The 
« very ſame was the caſe of the Jews, who entered into co- 
©. venant with God; and the ſame ſhould be the cafe with”. 
Chriſtians too in their covenanting, according to that ex- 
© preſs directory, Rev. iii. 3. Remember how thou haſt recei- 
« ed, and heard, and hold faſt, and repent.” — Mr Gib there- : 
upon exclaims—** Strange | May not the Prefacer now 
make any thing a proof for any thing? Is not this text an 
« expreſs directory for the very reverſe, even for turning back | 
their attention to FORMER AT TAINMENTS; in order toa ih 
« holding "THEM faſt, with repentance for their failings in 
„that matter?“ p. 366. 1 | +4 44; 4 pe 2 
In this remark Mr Gib does not inſinuate, that the text « i 
Rev. iii. 3.] is mi/applied when it is referred to religious vows 3 
or covenants : he only ſays it is miſunderſtood, when it is ſup- I 
poſed to refer immediately to the faithful word and ſov e- 
© reign authority of JEHovan,” ſpeaking to the churches in 
the ſcriptures. When Chriſtians are directed to“ remember i 
% how they have received, and heard, and to hold faſt, and 
«« repent,” he ſays they are expreſsly directed to © turn back iM 
© their attention to former attainments, in order to a holdz- i 
jag them faſt, with repentance for their failings in that IM 
J. matter.“ I hase heard of ſome common people among if 
the Antiburghers, who gloried in that directory to the church 
in Sardis, as a ſufficient confutation of the doctrine eſtabliſh- 
ed in my Preface, &c.; but I could never allow myſelf to be- 
lieve, that any of their miniſters would encourage them in 
that way of thinking, till Mr Gib's Defence, &c. convinced me 
df my miſtake. I was ſo ſimple as to hope; that every one who | 
read the Preface, &c. with any care, would agree with me, in 
underſtanding that paſſage as an expreſs directory, to keep 
our attention wholly engaged upon the faith once delivered CZ: 
c tothe ſaints in the word of God, where we receive it, and 
ff hear it; and to hold faſt the form of ſound words, which 
e we receive and hear from the lively oracles; and to repent 
© from theſe dead works, which are contrary to the revealed 
% will of God, The word of God is what we have received _} 
„ and heard; the word of God is what we are command. 
* ed to hold faſt, Tit. i. 9.3 and the word of were - 
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only guide to evangelical repentance. Theſe things ws 
5 are called to remember, in the ſame ſenſe as we are called 
to remember the ſabbath-day, &c. Exod. xx. 8,—11.” 
To ſupport this interpretation, the reader may conſult. 
Mal. iv. 4 © ReMemBrr yt THE Law of Moſes my ſervant, 
* WHIcy I COMMANDED unto him in Horeb for all Iirael, 
© with rug STATUTES AND JUDGMENTS.” 2 John 4.1 
1 rejoiced greatly, that 1 found of thy children WALKING 
4 N TRUTH, AS WE HAVE RECEIVED A COMMANDMENT from 
the Father.” 1 Cor. xi. 23, I yave RECEIVED or THE 
Lon b, that which alſo I delivered unto you,” &c. Rev. iii. 
6. * He that hath an ear, let him EAR WHAT THE SPIRIT | 
„ $AITH unto the churches.” 2 Pet. i. 19. * We have a more 
* fure word of prophecy, WHEREUNTO YE DO WELL THAT YE | 
„ Tak HEED,” Gc. 2 Tim; iii. 16. 19, © All ſcripture is 5 
* given by inſpiration of God, and is profitable for doctrine, | 
Mm Tor reproof, for correction, for inſtruction in righteouſ- : 
« neſs: that the man of God may be PEkrECT, THROUGHLY ; 


6 FURNISHED UNTO ALL GOOD WORKS.” Rev. ii. 13. * Thou ; 

1 boldgft faſt ur Names, and haſt not denied mY raiTh,” Mark 1 

I. 15. RuPzxT YE, AnD' BELIEVE THE GOSPEL.” —And to 1 

conclude, if the /aints are to walk by faith,“ 2 Cor. v. 5. I 

their faith muſt * come by hearing, and their hearing by the t 

« word oy GoD,” Rom. x. 17 R * / 

In oppoſition to all this, and an hundred-fold more evi. a 

gence, Mr Gib affirms, that when we are called to“ remem- 4 
| © her how we have received, and heard, and hold faſt, and | 

E  F repent,” —we are expreſsly directed * to turn back our , 

attention to former attainments, in order to hold them || *f 

« faſt, with repentance for our failings in that matter!“ mh. 

+ Ts this the way to walk by faith?” or, is it not to walk by 4M 

„ gh!“ Is this way of cxerciting aurſelves unto godlineis, | 2 

© _ conſiſtent with the word of God ? or, can it be reconciled to * 

- the evangelical plan of walking with God, delineated in Mr 7 

* Marſhall's geſpei-myſtery of ſanfiification, to which Mr Gib is * 

no ftranger?—Even Mr Gib is concerned to hear that awful 75 

charge ot God againſt Jeruſalem — My people have commit- £ 

e ted two evils: they have FORSAKEN me, the fountain of li- 5 

2 ving waters, and hewed them cut ciflerns, BROKEN c- 2 

&.gTERNS, THAT CAN HOLD NO WATER, Jer. ii. 13.“ = 

What IL apprehend has miſled Mr Gib in commenting on = 

Rev. iii. 3. is the manner of the expreſſion, —** Remember 45 

7 haſt received,” &c. Bea tranſlates it, Re. 6 


„ © member what thou haſt received,“ &c-: and it is certain, 
chat the word [How] is taken in that very ſenſe, Luke x. 26. 
What is written in the law? how readeſt thou f”—But 
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after all, Mr Gib's expreflion of TUkninG BAck To Fon. MM 
MER AT TAINMENTS, in diſtinction from the word of God, is 
highly dangerous and offenſive. I am afraid it has more af- 
finity to turning back to weak. and beggarly elements,” Gal. 
iv. 9. than to a returning unto. the ſhepherd and biſhop of 

« our ſouls, 1 Pet. ii. 25. We read of ſome. people who 
& return, but not to the Moſt High: they are like a deceit- 
4 ful bow,” Ho. vii. 16. 1 do not ſuppoſe Mr Gib meant it 
ſo; but his expreſſion evidently implies -no leſs, than a re- 
turning to ſomething that is not God. Rok | 

2. Another effort of that gentleman's criticiſm is employ- 
ed to prove againſt the Prefacer, that both the Loxp and 
ISRAEL in their good times, —ALwa rs had a reſpect to THEIR | 
FORMER COVENANTINGS.” Cp. 364. 365, — The great prin- p. 2 
ciple upon which his argument reits, is the following :— . 
& Every COVENANT WHICH THEY MADE, God acknowledged 
4c to be his covenant ; as he ſaid, Jer. xxxiv. 18. My cove- 
« gant, that is, the covenant which they had made before me. 
—It would have been much to Mr Gib's purpole, it he had 
been able to prove two things on this head: (1.) That the 
ſcripture always refers to a covenant made by men, whenever 
it ſpeaks of God's covenant ; and, {2.) That every place where 
the covenant of God is mentioned, muſt be underſtood of a 
ſolemn vow to the Moſt High, Unleis theſe two things be 

allowed him, his general principle is good for nothing. 

However, we may hear what ule he makes of it. 

He atks, ** What was the tenor of God's xepxooFs, rel. 
tive to such wort *? It was this, viz. This people bath 

. tranſgreſſed\ my covenant, wHicy I COMMANDED THEIR 

% paTHERd, and have not hearkened unto mv voice, Judg. 
„ 11. 20.—Turn ye from your evil ways, and keep my command- 
ments, and my ftatutes, ACCORDING TO ALL THE LAW +» 
„ WHICH I COMMANDED YOUR FATHERS, AND WHICH I SENT _ 
* TO YOU BY 'MY SERVANTS. THE /PROPHETS. . Notwithſtand-- 
« ing they would not hear, but hardened their necks, —and they 
ce rejected his flatutes, and 1l> COVENANT THAT HE MaDE' HW 
©" with: THEIR FATHERS, and his teſtimonies which be teftified i 
« againſt them, 2 Kings xvii. 13. 14. 158. — They have forfa® 
ee hen the, covenant of Ld their Cad, and worſbipped other r 
« gods, and ſerved them, Jer. xxii. 9. -The Lord faid unto 
% me, Son of man, bear. with thine ears all that I ſay unte 
« thee concerning all the ORDINANCES of | the houſe of the Lord, 
&* and all the Laws thereof : and thou ſhalt ſay to the rebellious, 
by fach work Mr Gib evidently mein“; © EVTAT covenint whicsw © 
* I$RaEL MADE 3” for ſo he has deſcribed it in the forcgoing ſentence, or ö 
ir his general principle. . . „ 
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| "ven" to "the houſe of Iſrael, Thus ſaiththe Lord God, O ye 
„ houſe of Iſrael, let it ſuffice you ꝙ all your abominations, in 
1 phat ye have brought into my ſanctuary firangers uncircum- 
J. eiſed in beart and in feſb, to pollute it, even my houſe, when 
% ve offer my bread, the fat, and the blood, and they have 
en gROKEN' ur COVENANT, becauſe of all your abominations, 
„ Ezek. Xliv. 5. 6. 7.—They like men have tranſgreſſed the 
% gouenant,' Hoſ. vi. 5.—They have tranſgreſſed my tovenant, 
- -« and treſpaſſed againſt my law, Hol. viii. 117 
He proceeds thus, — * What was the tenor of their con- 
„ FESSIONS, relative to #UCH work “, when confeſſing their 
1 own fins, and the fins of their fathers ? It was this, viz. 
* Thou teftifiedſt againſt them,” that thou mighteft dux IEM 
„ AGAIN UNTO THY LAW: yet they dealt proudly, and hear 
t kened not unto thy commandments, but finned againft thy 
 *«©- Judgments, and withdrew the. ſboulder, (plainly referring to 
ee former engagements), and hardened their neck; and would 
4 not bear, Neh. ix. 29.—Geod eflabliſhed a TESTIMONY in 
n Jacob, and appointed 4 Law in Iſrael, which he commanded 
ee our fathers that they ſbould make nE known to their chil- 
| © "«c"dren. They kept not the covenant of God, and refuſed to 
ee walk in mis Law. They tempted and provoked the Moſt 
:6c High God, and kept not uis TESTIMONIES; but turned back, 


4 66. 57. We have ſinned, and have committed iniquity; and 
1 have done wickedly, and have EIS II ED, (plainly referring 
t to. former allegiance), EVEN SV DEPARTING TROM TAI 


, have not kept my ways, but have been partial in the Law. 
_ .« Why db ue deal treacherouſiy every man againſt his brother, 

-« by prefuning the covenant of eur. fathers?" Mal. ii, 9.10.” 
What is bis concluſion from theſe repreq of God, and 
- . conſefhons of his church? It is this, viz. Such was the re- 
4 ſpect which the Lord always had, and which Iſrael in their 
4 good times always had, — to Th EA Former covenantings : 
e 0 utterly inconſiſtent with the new doctrine ſo boldly palm - 
ky. 282 ed upon us by the Prefacer.”. [p. 365. ] Be not ſurpriſed, 


F men are not always wiſe; Job xxxii: g. It may be doubt- 
ed; whether Mr Gib himſelf, upon cool reflection, can ap- 
prove his own reaſoning. +I will not be too poſitive, howe- 
ver, in this ſuſpiciow; but if his concluſion be allowed to 
flow from his premiſſes, —if the aforeſaid reproofs and con- 
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. and dealt unfaithfully like their fathers, Plal. Ixxviii. 5. 10. 


det PRECEPTS, AND you THY" JUDGMENTS, Dan. ix. 5. Te 


any ca gmg =o 


gentle reader, at this inference from thete premiſſes: Great 


fellons refer to, cquenants or vows {racl made, our Bible 
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violating every rule of ſound reaſoning ; while he always fup- 


leaſt in all the places he has referred to!!! _ 6 


| ® broken thy yoke, and burſt thy bands, and thou ſaidft, I will 
© ligation THEREBY, in their new covenantiugs.” [p. 365.] 0 


xix. 8. And further I aſk, BY waar were they bound? Not 


8 dent: and he u altogether neglected the ride 


Ren. FS Y 


aſſumes quite another face than either commentators or Chi. 
u l 


ian, ever 


uſpected before +. | 

Mr Gib trifles with theſe expreſſions, my covenant, bis co» 
venant, rebelled, dealt unfaithfully, &c, Had he taken the 
meaning of ſuch words and phraſes from the context, every 
body would have perceived the weakneſs of his argument at 
firſt-ſight : and if any perſon is ſtill diſpoſcd to think, after I 


have ftated their connection in the foregoing extract, that the 


Lorp's Covenant muſt denote IsRagr's vow, or, 4 covas 
NANT THEY MADE WITH TaE Lob, I ſhall only refer him 
to the ſcripture-account of ir, in Deut. iv. 10? ft. 12. 13. 
14. The Lord faid unto me, Gather me the people toge- 
« ther, and I will make them hear my words, that they may 
tt learn to fear me all the days that they live upon the earth, 


4 and that they may teach their children. And ye came near _ | 


and ſtood under the mountain, and the mountain { Horeb] 

« burnt with fire, —and the Lord ſpake unto you out of the 

* midſt of the fire; —and he declared unto you nis coves, 

* NANT, Which he comanded you to perform, even ten 

« commandments ; and he wrote them upon two tables of 

4 ſtone. And the Lord commanded me at that time, to 

teach you fatutes and judgments, that ye might do them 

© in the land whither ye go over to pofleis it.” Any reader 

may judge for himſelf, without calling in either Mr Gibbs 

aMftance or mine, that this is the covenant referred to in th 

paſſages he quotes, and in a great many more he might have 
uoted to the ſame effect. But what doth ſuch arguing i- 

ther prove or confute ? I apprehend, © none of his r-aders, * i 

® ſo far as in the exerciſe of reaſon, can excuſe him” from 


z 


poſes, that God's covenant denotes men's eng , in all 
the places of ſcripture, where that expreſſion is uſed, or at 


Mr Gib ſays, 5 Iſrael were taught to conſider what had 
% been ſaid of old time, in a way of covenanting, as ſaid by 
* themſelves, in the loivs of their fathers; / old time Thave 


« not tranſpreſs,. Jer. ii. 20.: which required 'a particular- 4 
* and adherence THERETO, a particular ſenſe of ob- 


—Here 1 aſk, To waar were they to adhere? Not to their 
own words furely; bur to all that the Bord had ſpoken, Exod. 


F Mr G ſhould either have profited by the diſtinction the Prefacer Rates 
** the Lord's mating à covenant with men, and men's making or entering ids. 
4 covenant with the Lord, or be ſhould have attempted to prove there uo 
Wundation -for that · diſtiaction. He cannot do the loft, becauſe it is ſo cvie 

g e 


| by their own words ; but by the authority of God, Exod. xx. 
1.—17. And finally, I aſk, What reaſon Mr Gib has to 
ſuppoſe, that they ever had any reſpect to their former words 
in their new coveranting ? He produces none but one, viz. 
„ the covenant-charaFers under which they always conſider- 
& ed both the Lord and themſelves, on theſe ſolemn occa- 
% ſions;“ which will be examined afterwards, _ 
3. His critical genius is next diſplayed, in vindicating the 
Afociate'Pre/bytery's, Anſwers to Mr Nairn, from the miſre- 
preſentations of their meaning in the Preface, &c,—Mr Gib 
knows very well, what diſputes have been agitated among 
the learned, about the proper idea of /ameneſs, or identity, 
(ks they call it): and perhaps if the queſtion had ever been 
moved among them, what is it that denomjnates a latter co- 
venant to be a RENEWING of another, a former, and a diſtin 
venant; where the latter covenant refers to dijferent times, 
£ þ 09 and things, from the former z—where it is made for 
quite different circumſtances of the covenanters reſpectively; 
and—w here the latter cvenaHtt is allowed to be a new, diſtin, 
aud ſeparate covenant from the former? Had this queſtion, 
I ſay, come in this form,' before their tribunal, it might per- 
| haps have puzzled theſe pedantical gentlemen to give an in- 
= tclligible anſwer to it, without offending Mr Gib. For my 


B on part, when I found the Afociate Preſbytery had ſtated 
E the latter covenants of our reformers in Scotland, as being 
every one of them 2 new, diſi;nf, and ſeparate deed by itſelf, 
mage for a preſent and particular purpoſe, — and having a 
>. preciſe meaning as to times, perſons, and things, different. 
from all other and former covenants: when I found all this 
flated by them, I thought, and I till think, that our forefa- 
E thers did not renew, did not repeat an adherence in their latter 
” Covenants to the deed or the covenant of their fathers, ſo as to 
make that armer deed the matter of their ſubſequent covenant. 
4. Mr Gib gives another ſpecimen of his talents for criti- 
_ riſro, in fixing preciſely the idea of covenant-rencvation.. 
What are we to underſtand by the renewing of a covenant? 
Nothing more can be the real import of the thing than, 

e this; that, without moving any objection againſt the ancient 
form of a covenant in its ſeaſon, and while acknowledging 
& breaches of God's law as likewife breaches of that Cove- 
de "nant, there be a ſolemn avouching, not only of the pri- 
« mary obligation which the law of God lays upon us, but 
*. of a, ſecondary obligation laid on us alſo by that former 
e covenant.” [p. 363. 364.]—Art preſent. I ſhall wave his 
| diffinQtion between a primary and a ſecondary obligation. 
: But I cannot forbear oblerving the particular and unexampled 
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deſcription he gives of the general nature of covenanting ; he 
ſays, it is“ a ſolemn avouching of obligations lying, or laid, up- 
% n us.” .1 can eaſily conceive the propriety of the expreſ- 
ſions uſed in Deut. xxvi. 16.— 19. 3 but the avotching of 
obligations is a new fort of phraſe, and for any thing 1 know 
may contain ſome myſterious meaning. However, I -xcepc. 
«apa its currency, becauſe I am not ſatisfied that Mr Gib has 
always made a proper ule of ſome received expreflivns,- and 
ther: fore dare not authoriſe him to coin others that are of 
doubtful ſignification, and conſe quently may be more ſervice a 
able to his own purpoſes.— To avouch revealed truth, its do c- 
trines, privileges, and duties, is very intelligible; and to avouch 
2 gracious God, ſpeaking with divine authority in his word, as - 
a ſovereign Lawgiver,' and. a faithful Witneſs, to be our God, 
may be eaſily underſtood: but what Mr Gib means by a /elemn = 
avouching of obtigations, I know not, He muſt mean ſome- 
thing or other by the expreſſion; and whatever he mean by 
it, I afficm that Is DEsCKiPeTioNn of covenant renovatim 
will either prove, that all Chriſtian covenauts are fo many re- 
novat ions of the cavenant 1ſrael made with God ? or it is good 
for not bing. 2 | 
5. This gentleman wiſhes to perſuade the world, that, if 
the Antiburghers were to enlarge their confeſſion of tins, and 
to bring the miſconduct of the Burghers into the catalogue, 
| yet they would not be obliged to mention the cenſures they in- 25 
ficted upon the ſaid Burghers, in that confeſſion. [p. 376.) b. lh 
' _'— Mr ͤ Gib may conſider at his leiſure, the advantage his ad-. 
i | verſaries would derive from fo capital an oyerſight. Let us N 
. ſuppoſe the confeſſion to be continued, as it ought to be, down if 
to the preſent time; would not the approbation of the reli. 
gious clauſe in ſome burgeſ, oaths, be mentioned among the 
ſtanding grounds of the Lord's controverſy? would. not the 
conduct ot the N de next mentioned? And -muſt 
not the cenſures of the Antiburgher Synod then follow in 
4 courſe? They muſt follow. Having teſtified againſt the Ge- 
2 neral Aſſembly tor diſmiſſing the firſt procels againſt Pro- 
0 feſſor Simſon without any cenſure, and che ſecond procels Þ 
without an adequate cen ure; turely they could not help tell - 
8 ing the world, that they had faithfully delivered tbe Burghers 
1 undo Satan: and then their covenanters muſt neceflarity be 
brought to a ſolemn teſt, concerning their views of the m- 


: 


aA .rality of this modern fact. It would be utterly inconſiſtent, » 

* to complain of the General Aſſembly's negleFing to iuflict 

* church. cenſure, and at the tame time to coe tb2ir own Zeal 

u. in ſo fingular a caſe. | 1 
50 Fheſe are baba few e of his ſhiging abilites in tbe 
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art of criticiſm. However, they are ſufficient to ſhew that 
bis daring genius is a law to ite: ** matters of ordinary 
„ forms” in managing an argument, © behove to yield unto 
an extraordinary way 7 maintaining the Fauſe ®” he 
pleads againſt the Prefacer. - He is nobly ſuperior to all the 
| . . vulgar rules of logical pedants, and ſometimes even of com- 
B . His extracrdinary way of defining and reaſoning, 
muſt always ſecure him a triumph, where he thinks it worth 
the while tocontend. The cauſe is happy, that has ſuch an ad- 
VVocate / fuch a judge! and fucha guardian! all in one perſon ! 
t . ARTICLE 8. Our attention is due, in the next place, to 
the GRATITUDE of this benevolent gentleman. Ir is a cer- 
tain proof of the great degeneracy of the times, that Mr Gib has 
had ſo little thanks fromthe world for all the pains he has taken 
do de uſeful in it. But as this fort of tneatment is altogether 
F - _undeferved, and ought to be conſidered as an effect of envy 
at his greater merit; ſo it furniſhes him with an occaſion of 
mewing his gratitude in many ſtriking inſtances, even to his 
t adverſaries. Hiſtory tells us, that one Eratoftratus, an 
obſcure fellow, to get himſelf a name, ſct fire to the temple * 
at Epheſus, in the 256th year before the Chriſtian ara: on 
Which account the Ephefians made a law that no one ſhould 
o much as pronounce hh name, under pain of death. But 
Mr Gib is too generous and noble-minded, to act a part fo 
F 8 mean and ungrateful, even to a malignant eng» 
. I ſhall only mention two or three inſtances. | 
118. When three of his elders in 196g, fell under his ſevere 
| diſpleaſure, for the inclination they diſcovered to eſtabliſh 
a congregationiar Leith, Mr Gib ſet a © mark of his diſſatif- 
. faction er diſpleaſure” * them, only by © nominating them 
Jer commiſſioners” from the Seffion at Edinburgh, to concur |} - 
with the petitioners from Leith, in order to their obtaining 
n digjunction, before their preſbytery F 96h 
2. When the petition from Leith was before the Preſbytery, 
Mx Gib. who never wiſhed it to ſucceed, felt the generous 
| Princip: s of benevolence to the petitioners operate ſo forcibly, i 
| That he was reduced to a degree of weakneſs, which he 
 _ * had never before been overtaken with about any buſi - 54 
| .** nels; that of burſting out into a weeping aloud upon the 
1 fudject,“ while he was coforcing the petition rx. 
3. When he and his ſynod are maliciouſly, abuſed by the 
3 "Prefacer, and by a correſpondent whole invective is adopted by | 
| that malignant man: the dove-like, generous ſpirit of Mr Cib 
|.  feiges the opportunity to declare, that * they are left. ta the i 
dee Gif r remarks on the off fer a faſt, p f. | $I 
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* free enjoyment of whatever ſatisfaction they can find in mea- 
* ſyres of ſcurrility and abuſe,” [p. 357.) And when we re- p. 
view bis Defence, &c. it will appear how well he has kept his 
word. He is fo far from invading the province of a ſgurrilous 
and abuſive writer, that he meckly ſubmits without rendering 
evil oor evil; or if he is compelled to defend the Seceffion. 
cauſe, he diſplays his magnanimity and gratitude in every pa- 
ragraph. Where he dare not ſpeak well of his adverfaries, 
be is ſure to interpret every thing they ſay againſt him, in tjge 
moſt favourable ſenſe—rok His own HONOUR; as a % 
s reſumption of his being on the Lord's fide f. But if we 
ſometimes find him uſing wholeſome ſeverity againſt them, we 
.ought to impure all theſe to an excels of gratitude and bene- 
volence: they have honoured him, and this is the only way he 
is able to recompen/e them for all their favours, —This calls Þ 
upon me to acknowledge Mr Gib's undeſerved attention tio 
the writer of the Preface, &c. and Survey, &c. He owns that 
this writer has committed the meſt malignant abuſe upon him 
yet he has affigned the Prefacer and Surbeyer the higheſt pt 
boncur in his diſpoſal, by gratefully inſerting his remarks -/ 
upon theſe infamous pieces, in a work that muſt live in ages 
to come. That I may not be outdone in civility, I offer the * 
preſent Diſplay of his Defence, &c. as a public teſtimony of the if 
Impreſſion his kindneſs has made on the Prefacer : and I here- 
dy requeſt Mr Gib and the readers to judge candidly of my o- 
inion concerning the ſpirit of his writings, from this per- 
rmance. 3 "Hat | * 
' ARTICLE 9. The laſt article on this ſection is approached Þ 
at laſt, and 1 make it heartily welcome, as it brings us within 
ſight of land. It relates to the peRPLEXITY of the De- 
Fender mind. By his own confeflion, he is much more an 
| ' object of pity than of cenſure, He does the beſt he can to 
explain and ſupport his cauſe; but, alas] the times are fo Wh 
| miſerably bad, be ſometimes knows not what to ſay, nor ew i 
| to.write, No body can conceive the feelings of an author in 
| controverſy, when he finds himſelf thut up by the fifne/s of 
| language, that refuſes to accommodate itſelf to his ideas ; or + 
dy the rigour of clear argument, which he cannot anſwer 3 r 
| by a watchful 8 who is ready to detect and pat. i 
_ © the folly and the falſehood of his performance; or, finally, 
by an ob/tinate weakneſs, that diſpoſes him to juſtify every 
7 hog which relates to himſelf and his own party, and to 
» | cenſure every thing which relates to his adverſary, and has 
p 
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, writing his Defence, &c. 'may be diſcerned in very many in- 
x ſtances. For example, n Ree © RO ED 
I. In the Preface to his book, he tells us, As to what is 
new of this work, plainneſs and perſpicuity are intended; 
*\with' fuch precifion of language, as may both conſiſt with, 
and contribute to theſe ends. But it is not to be ſuppoſed 
| chat any thing can be got /o expreſſed, as to be proof again 
| | © the arts of miſconſtruction and wreſting; according to 
e that fingular impudence of malignity and weakueſs, which 
0 belongs to the preſent way of writing againſt the” 
CAntiburgher] © ſy nod, and the cauſe among their hands. 
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_"——"This is very diſtrefling indeed! ef | 
2. When I had proved, that 'a public covenant or vow 
Was only to be made in ther caſet, by referring to thete places 
of ſcripture, which mention al/ the public vows made b. 
4 "Ural, ſo far as we know: Mr Gib is at his wit's end; and 
be only ys,“ The groſs inſult committed upon the ſerip- 
A © arcs of the Old Teſtament, by his pretending to find any 
„ foundation in them for ſuch doctrines, deſerves no parti. 
„. © cular notice.” [p. 361.] A ſignal of deep diſtreſs | He 
found ir. impoffible to preſs theſe fcriptures into his ſervice. 
23. 1 had faid, that Ifrael's covenanting is never once called 
"the | renewing of à former covenant. Here Mr Gib's per- 
|  plexity is rather too violent, He tells us, that the ſcriptures 
Aare written in “ the ARBITRARY ile of language, and there- 
fore we need not expect precition in their © worDs;” 
but if we wiſh to ſee e perſpicuity, and preciſion of 
language, concerning the renewing of former covenants, we 
muſt have recourſe to the (onzents: of ſome chapters, prefix- 
& 26. ed by our travflators. [p. 363.]J—Why may not ſome advo- 


. * "inſpired epiſtles, as a preciſe proof of the divine right of Dio- 
dean Epiſcopacy ? eſpecially as thele poſtſcrigts are very an- 
- - cient, and have been retained by our tranſlators. A drowne 
ig man would graſp even at a frau to ſave his life, 
4. I had diſtinguiſhed between the Lord's covenanting with 
2 men, and men's covenanting with God.” Mr Gib is no coward, 
but, with all his courage, he durſt not once look that diſtinc- 
tion in the face. He cannot deny it; he cannot contute it; 
and he dare not apply it. 
5. I-compared future copenantings to the repeated exerciſes 
| "of faith and love in the Chriſtian hte.” Mr Gib finds it con- 
&  Vvenicnt to make” xon- „ /ern/e.of this illuſtration,” by put- 
ting faith und love, tor TE RXEACISES of faith and love: 
nl _ then he tells me very gravely, © 1 might have treated 
$ acht underſtanding of my readers with more decency, than 
. 5 BYE ; . ,W 
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enviable. 


© Chrift, and injurious to the truth of the goſpel.— This ſubject, 
requires 'gravity, attention, and candour 3 that we may: 


| l 7 bf * 5 | 28 | > L | 71 1 ; BY BE J | 
n to befool it by ſuch a ſenſeleſs compariſon.” Cp. 367.]—lIt is p. 2 
an happineſs for ſome writers, that they get readers after their | 

own heart; for otherwiſe their works might be like an un- 
timely birth However, Mr Gib is a prudent man. His own per- 


plexity was the only rèaſon why he placed the Prefacer's illu. 


ſtration in that falſe point of view; and therefore I freely 
forgive him. Any body that reads the paragraph in the 
Preface, &c. will immediately perceive the neceffity Mr Gib 
was under, of miſrepreſenting it, in order to /zem to confute 
—Grievous diſtreſs | Ss Ari: n 
I am not quite at the middle of his Defence, &c. and I have 

paſſed over Freak examples of that gentleman's perplexity in 

the pages I have run over. The ſame diſtreſs appears through - 
out, from beginning to end; but I am perfectly tired of col - 
lecting inſtances, where the whole is one complex ſyſtem of di- 
ſtreſs and anguiſh,, enough to make its very enemies melt into 

a generous compaſſion for the worthy author, I ſincerely 
commiſerate his uahappy ſituation, which is far from being 


7 


N. B. The foregoing Defence, &c. is a picture highly 


. finiſhed in Mr Gib's: rasrE anD $tILE. In diſplaying the 


ſpirit of it, I have been obliged to confider it in different 
lights; and as a well-drawn picture ſeems to face to every 
point from whence it is viewed, I find. the ſpirit of the De- 
fence, &c. does the ſame. Therefore it is not ſurpriſing, 
that ſome features ſhould have ſtruck mine eye in a very par- 
ticular manner, .on different occaſions. I preſume, if the 
reader give as much attention to it as I have done, be will 
readily agree with me, that the ſame ſentence may often ſerve _ 
to illuſtrate many of the foregoing. articles, without any de- 


gree of violence. 


s rerion ll. A Diſplay of the PxtucieLEs of Mr 34 


G1B's Defence of Solemn Covenanting, &c. 


I do not mean to ſeek advantages againſt the Defender x | 


nor even to improve all the principles againſt him, that 
might be collected out of his Defence, &c. My intention is to 
attend to ſome weighty points, nearly connected with the 
queſtion in debate; and to ſhew that ſeveral of his leading 
principles ave inconſiſtent with the ſimplicity that is toward, 
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. Mr Gib endeavours in his whole firſt ſection to perſuade 
us. That Chriftians, in covenanting, ſhould conſider them- 
ves in the character f WITNESSES exhibiting a tefti- 
men A1 2 the courſe of a rebellious people among whom they 
ve. — This poſition ought to be ſupported with very clear 
evidence, as it is ſo widely different from the language uſed 
in all theſe places of Scripture, which give us any informa- 
tion about the nature or deſigu of religious covenanting. 
Mr Gib has not been fo full on this head as could have been 
E wiſhed, He ſays, (I.) That Iſrael covenanted “ as @ people 
= 7 ey + abs the nations and their gods, of whom the 
22. Lord faid, Te are my witneſſes, that 1 am Cod.“ [p. 358.] 
F —But while they are ſaid to be witneſſes, that the Lord is 
8 Ged, in oppoſition to all the idols of the nations; I do not 
fund that they are any where ſaid to be properly witneſſes 
again idal.worſbippers. No doubt the faith, worſhip, and 
bs obedience of the faints, are a teſtimony againſt error, ido- 
E | latry, ſuperftition, and fin; and it is unqueſtionably the 
duty of the people of God to have no fellowſhip with the 
 vunfruitful works of darkneſs, but rather to reprove them: 
but how does this prove, that they ſhould /olemnly fwear 
nnd vo to the MOST HIGH GOD, to CONTEND AND TESTIFY 
Aas tr THE SINS OF OTHER PEOPLE all the days of their 
E Hhfe?It is manifeſtly incumbent on them, to contend earneftly for 
tze faith which was once delivered unto the ſaints, Jude 3.z but 
cis contending is for the faith, and not a contending again/t 
every other party, ſo as to make their own zeal againſt others 
F the matter of their ſolemn covenant.—Their character as wit- 
© #efſes, and the duties connected with this character, belong to 
the church in every, condition as long as ſhe is in the world. | 
They are witneſſes that the Lord is God, when they know and 
| ©. acknowledge him to be the only true God, and their God; 
 , © and do worſhip and glorify. him accordingly f.“ The 
Word of their teftimony is the teftimony of Jeſus Chriſt, Rev. xit, 
. 39. The work of Chriſt's witnc ſſæs is, to hear the words 
of his teſtimony, and to keep thoſe things which are written 
#herein, Rev. i. 3. to be faithful unto death, to bold faſt his 
name; and not to deny his faith, Rev. ii. 0. 13. to keep his 
word, and nat deny his name, to leep the ward. of his | 
” patience, and hold that faſt which they bave. reagived, that 
"no man take their crown, Rev. iii, 8. 10. 11. to keep the cem - 
= . mandments of God, and have the teſtimony of Jeſus, Rev. xii. 17. 
Further, Mr Gib endeavours to eſtabliſh his opinion, (2.) By 
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9 to this purpoſe, — When covenanting is fr 
a ſtate of 8eceſſion from the corrupt body of a Preſbyterian 
e national church, it muſt regard the corruptions of that 
* body, it matt bear a teſtimony againſt the ſame: and the 
*.2:knowledgment-ofi'God, As a LoD with reſpect to the co- 
, venanters and their intereſts, muſt be accompinied"with,a 
e Fgardiog of him as 4 Lord with reſpect to other beings 
* and intereſts in the world.” [p. 361.]—L2 genetal,” it m iy p- 244 
be obſerved, that the Defender here gives up the laſt argu. 
ment, founded on I. xliti. 12. Te are my witneſſes, ſaith 
rug LORD, that LAM Gop : for he now ſays, that cove. 
nanting is an © acknowledgment” —of what ? that the Lord 
is Go ?—or, that 2% Lord is Gop with reſpect to the cove- 
nantere and their intereſts, and with reſpect to other beings of 
intereſts alſo „No; he fays, Covenanting is the acknows 
led ment of God, as a Lorne” This alteration of the 
ſeripture-· language is very material to Mr Gib's purpoſe: ge 
will grant thit Cod is 4 LoD with reſpect to other beings or F 
intereſts; befides covenanters and their intereſts": bur we ſees = 
in his, next ſection, he potitively refulcs, that the Lord is 4 
So with reſpect to theſe other beings or intereſts; and he af- 
firms, that 2% Lord is a-Gop only with. reipe&t to the coves 
nanters and their intereſts. —lris ſufficient for our purpoſe, to 
reply, that the ſcripture ſpeaks of the faints as the Lord's 
wit neſſes, THAT HE Is Gop, Joſh. xxii. 34. 1 Kings zviii. 27. 
36, 39. Iſ. xtiii, 10. 12. and xliv. g.; but unleis we allow Mr 
Gib to reverſe their teſtimony, and Babe it run thus—THaT 
Gop 1% Lozp, his argument is ruined, ſo far as, it is in- . 
tended to prove. that religious vows or covenants ſhbuld ex 
hibit a direct and proper teſlimony agairiſt ſuch as differ from 
the: covenanters' and their intereſts. —S0 inconfiltcar are wn. 
| arguments with one another! 
A covenant may be made and entered into by Seceders, 
that will have a proper reſpect to the corruptions of the national 
- church; —ſuch-'a direct reipect to theſe corruptioſs, as the 
ſeripture authoriſes in all its examples and commands, rela- 
- tive to this work. If we go forth by the footſteps of the - 
flock, in covenanting with the Lord, ſhould not © we avouch 
C him to be et God, and to walk in his ways, Nc. and to 
% hearken'to hit vcice?ꝰ Deut. xxvi. 17; Shguld not we lays 
| The- Lord our God will ws ſerve, and his voice will we 94 
«4 bey !? Joſh; Xxiv. 24. Should not“ we enter into à to. 
 *$:venant. to [eek the Lord, Cod of our fathers; with all our 
heart, and with all our ſoul ?“ 2 CHron. XV. 12. Should 
not our covenailt:be made for this preciſe purpoſe, ** that s 
ee ite, eee, 16. dh wid it 
V * 3 | 
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not be * in our heart to make a covenant with the Lord Gog 
« of Ifrael, that his fierce anger may turn away yrom us:? 


2 Chron. xxix, 10. Should we not make a covenant be- 


*. fore the Lord, to walk after the Lord, and to keep bis 
«commandments, and his teſtimonies, and his ſtatutes, with 
all our heart, and with all our ſoul, to perform, the words 


s of the covenant which are written in the book of God's 


«law; and to ſerve, even to ſerue the Lord our God ?” 


| _ aChron. xxxiv. 31. 33- Should not we make a covenant © to 
but away” our ſins, and to © do the pleaſure of the Lord 


God of our fathers?” Ezra; x. 3. 11. Should we not 
enter into an oath to wall in Cod law, and do all the com- 
„ mandments of the Lord our God, and his judgments, and 
4% his fatutes?” Neh. x 29 Should we not give oun 


* h SELVES to the Lord?” 2 Cor. viii. 5. Should not 
de“ wow @ vow unto the Lord, and perform it? If. xix. 21. 
e Should not covenanters ſay, we are the Lord's, and call 


* themſelves by the name of Jacob, and tubſcribe with their 


hand unto the Lord, and:firname themſelves by the name 


« of Israel ?” If, zliv. 5. Should. not they © fwear, TIE 


© LouD LivETH, in truth, in judgment, and in righteouſ- 


« 'neſs;" and. BLESS THEMSELVES. IN HIM?” Jer. iv. 2. 
Should not they © jorn TuEmSELVES ro THE Lond?” Jer. 


\ 
1 


I. 5. — Thelc are the old paths, this is th. good way, where- 
in covenanters N e Jer. vi. 16. | 


Theſe are not all the texts that are . uſually applied to pu- 


bie covenanting; but they are the principal paſſages, and 
they throw as much light on the nature of religious vows 
2 any others in the Bible. Now, I appeal to the under- 
ſtandiag, and the conſcience of every reader, whether this 
way of covenanting is. not perfectly ſufficient for every pur- 
pole of Chriſtlan vows? And further, whether covenaming 
a 42 bearing "witneſs againſt. others in a vow, is con- 


to what theſe ſcriptures exprelsly contain? And 


: finally, whether the Prefacer's plan of covenanting, in order 


0 the performance of duties incumbent on the covenanters 


in ſome particular ſituation ; in order to fortify themſelves 


againſt preſent danger; or to promote a prefent reformation 


of themſelves z whether this plan of covenanting & in the 


eaſt different from the whole ſcope of the ſcriptures, or 


E115 Another of Mr. Gifs principles is, —Thae “ the Lon 's 
1 character as the Gob or Irani, with their. character as 
bk Hs PEOSLE, always neceſſarily referred unto, and recog- 


>; former. cavenant-tranjattions between God and them, as 
* FORMAL GROUND gf $he/e claracters: according to the 
| EY, . 2 0 © MUTUAL 
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K'nvrvat avoucnnc which therein took 'place between God 


« and them.” [p. 363.] 


I bad faid, that the Jewiſh covenanting is always deſcribed 
as a franſaction entirely new. It is never once called the re- 


newing of a former covenant, but is conſtantly ſaid to be a 
making, or an entering into covenant, without any recognt- 
tion of any former covenant. I had quoted the very words 
wherein the Holy Ghoſt has recorded all their deeds, Preface 
on covenanting,: p. 7.,—la anſwer to this argument againſt re- 


cogniſing former buman deeds of covenantiag, in making reli - 


gious vows, on any future occafion, Mr Gib blames me, for 
making very partial and unfair quotations ;” becauſe the 


. Covenant they made or entered into, is ſometimes called, the. 


covenant of the Lord God of their fathers ; ſometimes, a cove- 
nant to ſeek the Lord God of their fathers ; ſometimes, @ coves 
nant with the Lord God of {ſrael ; ſometimes, the cove» 


nat of God, the God of their fathers ; ſometimes, a cove- 
ant with our God; and the Lon with whom they made a 
- covenant, is deſcribed ſometimes, as the Lord eur God; and. 


ſometimes, as the Lord, the God of Iſrael.—If it be aiked, 
How theſe expreſſions come to be adduced, to prove that 
Iſrael recogniſed a former covenant? and what argument 
they contain on this head? He anſwers, that“ the Lord's 


character as their Gad, and their character as his people, 


% always neceflarily recogniſed former covenant. tranſactionn- 
& between God and them, as the formal ground of ſuch _ - Þ 


* characters {/ according to the mutual avouching which 


therein took place between God and them.“ | 


How widely different is this opinion from the ſimplicity ' 
and exactneſs of the oracles of God ! Peter ſaid io the Je-, 
Le are the children of the prophets, and of the covenant © | 
4 which God made with aur fathers, SAYiNG UNTO ABRABAM, '_ - 

% And in thy ſeed ſball all the kindreds of the earth be bleſſed; 


* Unto you firſt, God, having raiſed up his ton Jeſus, ent 
% him to bleſs you, in turning away every one of you from 


his iniquities.“ Acts iii. 25. 26, To this agrees the accoung | b 
of the matter given by David, Pſal. cv. 8. 9. 10. He ha 


% remembered his covenant for ever, THE WORD WHICH HE 
& COMMANDED FOR A THOUSAND GENERATIONS: which cu 
« nant he made with Abraham, and his oath unto Iſaac zand 
6 confirmed the ſame unto Jacob for a law, and to Iſrael für 


& an everlaſting covenant.— Time would fail me to tran- 
ſeribe all that expreſs and deciſive evidence the Bible contains 


on this point, to confute Mr Cibs notion, viz. That matual e 


-@vaucdings, in ſolemn covenants of duties, were the formal ! 
ground of the Lonp's character as the God of Ifracl, and of 1 
- {ſree{'s character as the peaple of Cad. Qu the commary, it 1 
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| as clear as boon- day, that theſe characters are” enly founded 

in thegratious revelation God made to Abraham," and con- 
firmed to Aſrael for an everlaſting covenant. | We babe an 

abſtrect of that revelation, in Gen. xvii: 9. 8. „ will make | 
e my covenant between me and thee, and thy ſeed after thee, > 
sin. cheir generations, for an everlaſting covenant; to be a 
bed unto thee, and to thy ſetd aſter the: and I will give ; 


1 
* . Ta 


. 1 fn ox” 


**: ugto thee, and to thy ſeed after thee,” the land wherein , 
«thou. art a ſtranger, all the land of Canaan; for an ever- © bl 
« laſting poſſeſſion ʒ and I will be their Ged. Circumciſion , 
was appointed to be the ſeal of theſe covenant-eharacters; ö 
Which proves againſt Mr Gib, that they were not founded in f 
ſolemn. covenants of duties Gal. iii. ee IT aan : , 
I am truly ſurpriſed to hear à Calviniſ aſſirm, that ma 5 | 
aveuchings in'folemn-covenabring with God; are the FOUMAI. : 
E. GROUND of the Lord's charv&t*p as o, God, and of our cha- | 
_— on racter as. bis people 35 The coniequences of this poſition are 4 
man and ſtrious.— I ſhall only mention three: (1) Af this 5 
werte the caſe, then a/lthe prople of God mii be ſolemn co- 65 
= - venanters;. and ſuch as are ngt ſole n covenanters could nat LEY 
be his people l (.) If this were ſo; then a eovenatit-relation. = 
between. God and his people would be e ſtabliſhed by ſome _ 
= otherimeany than a belief of the truth of the goſpel!l And 4 
8.) Buch. a cavenant'relation could not. be founded upon the 2 
coe nent God made with Abraham; becaufe this covenant, N 
d2nd all its privileges, were given to Abraham by promi/e. Gals iii. 5 
= Whereas ſolamn covetiants are expretsly- called covenants 'of 


duties by the A ſſucigte Priſbyteryy as they unquettionably are. t 
mm. A>third principle aimained by MriGib is, — That : 
ee a being upder the obligetich of eur'jolemn' covenants; means 4 
a being 7 erties (avenanting 18 THE TOWNS o OD RY FA- 4 
ease Cp. 369, - © big tays he, „ is certainty titre 
e only ſcaſe of nde, climb, that ever enterł di into 4 
any mind till now.“ Acpordingly he makes our caſd pa- $ 
A rallel to the caſe of Urath? Dyur: xxix. 14, 75% 24. 25.— by 
do not complain of ttis as a very capital error; but the fol- 8 
= Jowipgiobſcrvations, deſe ive ſomt regard. (1) The Jewith 1 
© _ -;fovenante did not bind the Heathens-thar livtd among the 4 
. Jens, in the ſame ſenſe as they bound the Jews whoicovenant= | + 
eu and no more could eur ſolemn covenants bind nialignants, E 
in the fame nipnger 2s they bound the covenanters. (20 ha- 2 
pp thios centurred to preierve a diſtinction between: the x 
LE Jews and thé Heatbeok, io as the Rus might always remam 
A /eparete people; and as many things have conſpired to blend 
tbe poſterity of guch as (wore our iole mn covenants, with the 
pPaſterity of hole u- did nt wear ibem (41) Providenge 
Mx. lufligignyy.contur Ale e e e covchant Obligation, 
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the whole Hation obghrto be confidered as concunring in thete 


pPoſjtion will not help Mr | | 
der the obligation ot our ſolemn covenants, valy'as parriet 
cbvenanting IN YR LoINs or OUR FAIHEAs g. Where Fe I 


this only ſanſe, v from Deut. xxix.' 14. 15% 1 they do not 
conſider, chat all {/ract; in diſtiuction from the Heuthens w 
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dy leaviag nine parts out of ten, among the inhabitants of 


Great Britain, under an irremediable incapacity of coming at 
any certainty; even after the moſt careful and anxidus in- 
quiry, — that they. ever were iu THE Lol xs of ſuch parents 
as ſwore our. ſolemn covenants. It Mr G6 is ſo happy as to 
have a ſufficient proof, that he wis in the loins of covenanting 
anceſtors; he ſhould conſider, that this is not fo eaſity known 
to mapy others; who cannot aſcertain the ſame ſort of con- 
nection by aby k ind of evidence Whatever. (4.) It is certaia 
enough, that the greateſt part, even of the people in Scotland, 
did not ſwear our ſolemn covenants, In ſome places ot the 
country, no doubt the far greater part {wore them; but take 

the whole nation, and all its inhabitants complexity, the cove- 
nanters, in all the periods of covenanting, were by far the - ñ⁶⁵⁶ 
ſmalleſt number. Peron of all ranks indeed took theſe ch g  ® 


nants ; but that is no proof, that all perſons of all ranks eu- i 
"pages in them. Perhaps ſome will fuppole; that the cob - 
2 


ters repreſented the whole nation in that exertiſe; and that 


deed, virtually, though not explicitely. hut even this up- I | 
Mr ci tor he ſpeaks of cartbeiog un- 


| 
allows, that thefe'covenams inferred an obig ation pan the = 13 


-nanting in their lain. This notion of, covenanttoblization 3 


neceſſarily limits it to the ſineui deſcendents ot ſuch as actu f 4 


covenanted. When the Antiburghers argue, for an funiverial - 
obligation of our ſolemn cobenants upon theipentration m] 


* 


lived among them, were'afeparated and an haly-mation; anf | 
that the, Heathens who lived among lirael, were not concerned ⁶ 
in the mutual avouchings between God and his ou peO plex 1 
copſe quently, thete Heathens were not, and the children in 3 
their loins could not be, under the obligation of Jcwith:deeds: © 1% 
of covenanting, in Mr Gib's ſenſe ot covenant obligation. 
Tbis will prove too, that all malignant, and all who did WW 
concur in taking our folemn covenants in theſe lands, together 

with all the ponerity in their loins, are - not unter the obliga- 


— — 4 


tion of \'thete covenants, in Mr Gibs ſenie. ( 5c may now 0 


1 


| be aſked, W oO are unden the obligation of our feln oM 


in Mr Gib's ene? Phe authentic and public Si, a | 1 


recordi of the kingdom will he of very little ſervice here, 


except to 
þ | 


» * 


a few families. Even tradition irſelf cannot be tk 
uc. An-iwpious /cepricym on this point muſt e. 
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ber poſſe ſa the minds of ſuch as TIS A Me Gih's definition 
” of covenant-obligation.—When I wrote the Preface on cams 
„I knew that his definition bad been i derately 
adapted by ſome perſons of eminent worth, whoſe fame is in 
F the churches; I endeavoured to weigh it withour-prejudice, 
I and found ic wanting; whereupon I diſmiſſed it, and exhibit. 
"xd (for it is not my own invention) another idea of 
| _ ovenant-obligation, much more extenſive, more r 
more rational, and more influencing upon à religious con- 
 perſation,. As it ſtands quoted in Mr Gibs Defence, &c. 
FRG 369-] 1 am excuſed the trouble of tranſcribing” it. 
impotent attack upon it, which is continued to the end 
of the ſecond {gion vt die Denen &. is "reſerved 
2 next ſection. | 
Iv. I had ſaid in the Preface &c. that © che /naays of fins 
1 les wholly in their being tranſgreſſions of the law of God.” 
Mr Gib turns ſhort upon me for maintaining ſuch an opi+ 
nion, —“ But aur ILT CERTAINLY BELONGS TO THE NA 
© ©. TURB OF. SIN,” days he; „and ſo, this muſt” lie u 
d 1 in being a tranſgreſſion of- the law of God 1“ p. 7880 
He tells me, that © primarily in the place of wholly, wpuld 
bas falved the ſcuſe ; but muſt have defiroyed my argu- 
„ ment.” een credit. of my argument is a ſmall matter in 
Is Mr Cib's ey but I hope he values the honour of the 
=. pre ng 5 ag if we make the experiment Mr Gib has 
E  hioted, the e will ſtand thus“ The nature of fins | 
LE, bes primarily in their tranſgreſſions of the law of | 
* God 1 that gentleman this. polition is good 
| ſenſe, Lam ſure it is falſe doftrine.; but this dofrine, bow- 
F ever falſe, and however injurious to the revealed will of God, 
muſt either be retained, or, elſe Mr Gib's favourite privciple 
| about fecmdry obligations muſt be renounced,” 
If Mr Gib acquieice in David's confeſſion of fin, Againf 
e thee only bave I faned ; or, in John's deſcription of it, fin 
"+55 tbe trangreſſion of the law; or. in Paul's declaration, Where 
5 s 0 5 is, there is no tranſgreſſion ; or even in the Weſtmin- 
ſtter Aſſembiy's definition of ſin, as being, Any want & confor - 
80 iy we, eee r ee of God:: Ahe acquieſte 6 
in be muſt expel that favourite intruder 8 
Tena, 3 any ſort of conſideration in viewing the 1 
baue of fn, which lies not primarily but wholly in its a 
Dee of the law of God. 8 


3 — EO 


e muſt be deicrted, and left to ſhift. for itſelff. a 
Wbt muſt an intelligent reader think of Mr c opi- ö 

3 - ion concerning gilt, expreſſed. in theſe words, —* cviLT Bo 
. Fein e ee 40 ah NATURE) or Ne e, | 4 
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Me Pate, or ſome of his ſtamp, expreſſed Wende ww 
. * terms, I would not have been ſurpriſed ; but to find 


Mr Gib ſpeak in ſuch language, is a further proof how far 

man will go againſt his own principles, in order to reach a 

Blow : to his yet «yr Guilt is an obligation to puniſbment, . 
ON ACCOUNT er sin; and therefore it does not enter into 


the idea of the NATURE or six at all. Does not the nature, 
df fin remain in believers, and yet they are not guilty or con- 


demned in the fight of God? 
V. He affirms, that Any miſtakes or miſmanagements | 


© ia the work of ef AR ig in Scotland, preceding the year 
Þ 1651, cannot be properly ranked among the ſtanding 


« grounds of the Lord's controverſy with their poſterity 3 
*. nor any other evils, but thoſe which belong to the ſucceed- 


All the evils between 1638 and 1650, are here palliated 


. under ſmooth terms; they are only called . mftakes or miſt 
managements.“ Theſe worthies, whoſe zeal deſerves, ia 
2 . chings, che approbation and imitation of ages to come, 


V different views of their own managements in that 


— 46 f reformation, They candidly acknowledged their ſin 
unto the Lord, and did not hide their iniquity under foft and 
gentle words ; as the acknoiviedgment of fins they uſed in 1648, 


will bear witneſs. Moreover, does not Mr Gib allow in an- 
other place, that theſe miſtakes or miſmanagements were one 
ſpring of the downfalof a covenanted reformation Further 1 
alk, whether he will venture to ſay, that the good intentions of - 
-pur reformers cancelled all former grounds of the Lord's con- 
troverſy with poſterity ?. Did their — expiate all for- 


mer evils ? Di the ch and ſtate of Scotland in 1650 ſtand 


clear of all the grounds of the dreadful controverſy the Lord 


was then beginning to 2 with thang Gn continued to 


ve till the revolution 
Mr Gib may now review his own. poſition 3 and then tell us, 


| 0 is for antiguating the ſtanding grounds of the Lard's io J 
treuen. He may peruſe the laſt tour paragraphs of his own 


third tection, which are worthy of his notice in a double 
view : (1.) As they relate to facts and evils before: 1650. j and 
(2. ) As theſe paragraphs. may relate to evils ſince 1743, parti- 


cularly among his own party. 


NM. B. All che evils. which Mr Gib and his friends engage 
to contend and teſtify againſt in their covenant, as: 
grounds of the- Lord's controverſy. with them and the gens. 
ration, happened between 165 and. * „ ee n of. 


Keen before 16503 and none ſinde 134 1 
ee Wider derte e nd 440. * 
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« f ing courſe of apoſtacy from that reformation.” [p. 372. p. 3 
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. a8n/ackwowledgment of ns in the year. 1743, that. would ſuit 
all che: "> hd of the Seceſſion in Scotland; England, 
Mpland, and America, for upwards of thirty years to come, 
ont any alteration ;—or at thie LI Y: of che Antiburgbert, 
Who, contrarz to the opinion of that Prefbytery in their An- 
ee Naiin; obſtinately perſiſt in uſing the {zune bond 
and the (ame: acknaw! mens c fins. all along, that was dey 

pt tee kor the ee e in wa diy + 30.253 0 FT Dans 
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eee Defence o Selen Cvenantingy Ke. B05; 

$5341.26 88 8 5 L ian e ans 
HE wens rnstise Ck Mr Gil's Defence cc. is not ſo 
9 — could have wiſhed. There is a vaſt odds be- 


buſineſs to conſider what Defender has offered, not t 


— 
* . 
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de him guſtice; by fairly ſtating the ſenſe of his arguments; 
aud c vindicate what N 10 be N e 
by . candid reply. nN Ea 

1% Neur the begianjogof bird fond Gps People 
A ean never apprehend any ſuch duties, as. are preſently in- 
- <> cumberwin; virtue of. certain providential elweumſtances,— 
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nor will have any after them. Anf It by Foundation is 
4 meant a diving obligation to perform thete: duties in proper 
" circumſtances, the Preſucer agrees with the Defender: but 
* * Deferider muſt know, that the duties of h d and wife 
Aare preſently incumbent on them, only in virtus of their pro. 
* cireumſtances; and that à man and woman are only 
"os reſpectively to perform conzugal dpties, while they 
ar married, and neither; before marriage, nor after the death 
ol oue of the parties. Thee caſes ofthe Macedonians, 2 Cor. 


1 are enamples of people covenauting to pexforni ſome duties, 
chat could only agree to ſurh providential calls as they then 
hach and could only be matters of du e circumſtance 
. as they were in. ell | Raid 
Mr d bch o kuded vich che ende fax ag. 
33 ee. was never reckoned either necef 
aſonable, except in extraordinary. tircumſtances; 
5 theſe 2 geircumſtances were evident to 
0 £216. and pied pe a ſufficient 
Tf 3 2 1 en 


ky hh eats which: nn a boil ad | 


Sen, il. 4 Hihi "of. the FbLagr, 7 Ir 
nem uriting and reaſoni 2 a ſubject. However,; it is mM 


direct him hat he ſhould have said. It. ſhall be my ſtudy to 


duties that had no foundation before re circumſtances, 


viii g. and of the Fee, in the time of Ezra and Nehemiah, 
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cis doctrine will- ſuperſede covenanting-work altogetherzx © 
becauſe it can never be expected, that all who are reckoned *®: 
the people of God will be unanimous in approving of that 
meaſure in any cafe. [p. 359] — Anſ. Every impartial reader 26. 
will ſee; that I ſpeak of the general ſenſe of them that fear 
God. and not of the opinion of every individual. Did - not 
the Jews always perceive the calls they had to covenanting- 
work? Was nor this the caſe too with the Macedonians ? + 
And muſt not this always be the principle upon which Chris» 
ſtians will freely offer themſelves to join in a public oath, vow, 
br-covenant ? . . + 81 5 TY „„ 
3. Mr Gib collects the genuine amount of the Prefacer's 
t miſty doctrine as to. public covenanting.— lt is even this : 
6 That any number of people, in their folema covenanting, 
« muſt have no regard but to their own intriaſic concerns 
10 they muſt keep as much within themſelves, as any inde-- 
©. pendent congregation in their ordinary and private churchs _. |} 
ec covenant.” [p. 361.]—Arf. Covenanting is a work of ſucha p. 4 
nature, that jr is entirely confined to the intrinfic concerns of the 
covenanters: or, in other words, People who make a. cove. 
| nant with the Lord in a ſolemu vow, only give rug OWN 
$ELVES tothe Lord, that they ſbould be his people. If this is 
what Mr Gi means, by their own intrinſic concerns,” and 
«* keeping within themſelves.“ in their folema and publies 
yowing to the. Moſt High God; then I affirm, that peopls 
are neither warranted by the word of God, nor by comam 3 
ſenſe, to have à regard to any ether concerns but their ownd . 
Independents have ſuch a reſpect to their intrinſic concerns in 
their church · covenanta ; and fo have conſiſtent» Prſbyteriaut 
in their moſt public vows. But how would this gentlemaan 
with his covenanters to regard the concerns of others * O © © 
by witneffirrg, | contending, and teflifying' aGainsT THEM IX 
very curious and ſingular way of MINGLING their own interes- Þ| 
with' the: concerns of others Perhaps Mr Gib will ſay, they 3 
qught not to mingle their aun inferefts with the concerns. of Þ} 
others : de it ſoy then they ought to. keep within themſelves :? 
or, to regard their own intrinſic and ſeparate concerns. 
4. Mr affirms, that where - ever the Lord is repreſent» | 7 
ed, as the God of [ſrael, or, the God of their fathers ; and wheres 
ever they are conſiderod as his: people ;j—FORMER COVENANT» 
*  TRANSACTEONS between God and: chem, in a way of ſolemn _ 
covenanting, are Al wars neceſſarily referred to, and recogniſed, | 
' as the FORMAL GROUND OF- THESE CHARACTERS Ip · 364.1 p. 26 
the pen of a Protefiont, ho profeſſed any veneration for b 
ſoeriptures as the oncy nnen ad practice. 1 * 
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B mere aſſertion, n eee in the word of God 
1 T hope he erred; not knowing the ſcriptures + I am very un- 
willing to ſuppoſe he would chooſe to wreft them, in order to 
ſupport an untenable cauſe. To demonſtrate the falſehood 
3 _ of his doctrine, I muſt obſerve,” (1.) That the Antiburghers 
| Have hitherto acknowledged, there were no tranſactions be- 
|  tween-God and Iſrael in a covenant of duties, till Uirael ſtood 
1 before the Lord in Horeb. Deut. viz 2. 3. The Lord our 
J God made a covenant with us in Horeb. The Lord made 
1 44 nor chis covenant with our fathers, but wirn us, even 
„ with US, WHO'ARE ALL OF US HERE ALIVE THIS DAY.” 
(4813. The Lord avouched-Ifracl to be his people, and his fon, 
L - yea; his firſt born, BEFORE theſe tranſactions at Horeb and in 
de land of Moab; and declared himſelf to be their God, and 
b the God — fathers, BEFORE he brought them out of the 
land of Egypt. There are more than a dozen of ſuch declara- 
= tions recorded in the third, fourth, and following chapters 
of adus. And theſe dodewations were believed and con- 
1 fefſec by Iſrael, as we read in theſe ſame chapters, and parti- 
* n in Exod. xv. 2. The Lord is my God, and I will pre- 
A & Pare | him an habitation z my father's God, and I will exalt 
J =. him.” This was their ſong before they came to Horeb. 
4 le is certain theſe are covenant characters but it is cer- 
- tain alſo, that 2% covenant of prace, or the promiſe of .Ged, is 
the FORMAL GROUND OF THEM. (4.) There is no way of 
evading this convincing proof of Mr Gib's dangerous miſtake, 
+ by adopting another ſtill worſe; namely, that the covenant 
od made with ——— with T/aac, and with Jacob, Exod. 
H, 24. was a covenant of duty. ' Time only can diſcover, whe- 
| ther Mr Gib will venture to take up this ground; but he may 
be fure, it will be warmly diſputed by the true friends of the 
"goſpel! Much more might be ſaid againſt his Frountous 
Aoctrine, but I muſt proceed to another article. 
88 He ſays, © Nothing more can be the real import of re- 
1 niwinga copenant but this; that, without moving any 
objection againſt the ancient form of a covenant in its ſea- 
„ ſon; and while acknowledging breaches of God's law, as 
«likewiſe breaches of that covenant, there be a folemn 


_ leid on ug ah by that former covenant;”-——nſ. I have 
3 y excepted. againſt his phraſe, and his idea of renew- 
2 ing a "rvenant ;—againet: his expreſſion, the avouching of 
4 ations; "and—againſt bis diſtinction between primary 
and fecondary ations: and 1 ſhall now try to convince 
the reader, thar, 1 e 8 of ee a covenant 
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*-avouching, not only of the primary obligation which the 
e law: of God lays upon us, but of 'a ſecondary obligation 
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will prove, with as it proves any thing), chat the Secediog 
bond is, and may be confidered, as a renewing of Iſrael's c 
venant at Horeh,! | (I.) Seceding covenanters do not move 
any. objettions againſt the ancient form of that covenant at Ho. 
Mey in its ſeaſon, any more than againſt the ancient form of 
gur covenants, both national and the ſolemn. league, in their 
ſeaſons. (2.) Seceding covenanters may acknowledge breaches 
of God's law, as likewiſe breaches of that covenant, which 
Iſrael made at Horeb, as well as breaches of the national « c. 
venant, and the ſolemn league. (3.) Seceding covenanters 
may de as properly ſaid to avouch ſolemnly, not only the prima» 
ry obligation which the law of Cad lays upon them, but a ſecon= 
dary obligation laid on them alſo by that covenant at Horeb, as 
well as by the national covenant and the ſolemn league. 39 
The ſecondary obligation laid on them by the covenant of 
Iſracl at Horeb, is every way as ſtrong, as the ne Eo 
laid on them by our ſolemn covenants. ”"Y 
I.inſinuated this idea in the Preface, Kc. and I hail no 43 
confirm i it, by preſenti ta the reader a ſenſible patlage f L m i 
Mr Gib's ſermon on ry ix. 38. which... priuted in | 
\ ſame Appendix with his Defence, &c.— hat the examples | 
2 of covenanting under the Old Teſtament are for our imita-— 
tion, appears from the ſpecial unity of the. Old and Ne 
1 Teſtament church. Theſe arg, not properly two different 
66 churches; as to Wes . 2 but all ane church ; brou he - I 
Ne and to a "ks of maturity, under 
5 more full — ation of grace. According 
F. to the ancient p ——.— 55 7 Japheth (the poſte- 
4 rity of Japheth ro European, nations, 7 
£1, of. the Gentiles) is 122 to duell in the tents, of Sbem s 
i gt the Jewiſh church, wha deſcended from Shem : The.Gen+ = 
tiles are brought to dwell in the ſame tents, in the fame 
e churcb-ſtate, with the ſame privileges, under a new and 
„amore glorious . adminiſtration... Seeing there ore . 
# Jeuiſb and Chriſtian churches, though they, be rwe * 
„their form. are but ane church as ta their nature; it 
t follows, that approved examples under the Old Nett 
g ment, as to thoſe things which are of a moral onure, can⸗ 
not; be antiquated under the New Teſtament.” p- 350. 
351,1 heartily. adopt this doctrine ; and infer from it, at 
all Chriſtian yows, according to Mr Gib's notion of renewing 
2 covenant, muſt be ſo many renovations. of . the covenant act 
Horev} They may, be alles ſo, with, as great, progring..gs 3 
the 8 N called, a renewing of our. io | 
e cvenants. The Chriſtian church ws. ſpiritually 3 in Abrq- . 
ann MN age "Ives 5 ee IF 14 1 
. a 1-4 3 
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T preſume it will not be | pretended, after whit bus been 
. Tad in che laſt ſcion, that our obligation by religious vows 
made io the days of our fathers, is founded upon our being 
i 2 bin of actual cdwenanters: it muſt neceſſarily refer to 
9. being profeſſors of the fame faith and obedienct with thetn, 
ph. H. 19.20. 3. and conſequently, we muſt be under the 
| jgarion- of all the vous made by the one church of Chrijt: 
Now, if this be our real ſitüation; there miſt be as much 
riety im Seceders "acknowledging ” tile ſecondury obliga- 
on of all Zewiſb vows, as there can be in ſolemnly avouch< 
wit the ſecondary obligation of our national covenants; be. 
= cauſe we were, in a srl sbNsE in the Joins of 
E - Weael, as well as in the lbins ot ſuch actual covenanters, as 
=. ſware the national covenant and ſolemn league: but if woe 
3 Zu Ge import of being iu the loins of <ovenaniting- pro- 
3 itors in a 3 does not know how few, 
* n ny, ot h covenanters are lineally de- 
= end Ae ma e \as actually took uren es, 
3 * — che Whole 1 beg leave to aſk, 1 
| if, If r eee . | 
Fingal de) ſcent from-covenanting anceſtors," in whoſe Joins ebil- 
egg We ures aprnanting —ongbt not every one who 
Fe to renew a covenant, m ren el a" ſe. 
. r ation laid on him dy chüt cov = 
rene, welt affyred, that ſuch an ob 
nes eu bim? Would not a doubt eoifoernin 
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{© - Tenver bis profeſſion and renovation an act of -horrie pre. 

> -Tumpcjon? * 'Þ one dat of twem Na atk the Antiburgher- 

©. - - Eovenaneers, able to ſatisfy be was d party" co- | 

=. 7 = God, in yin rg Wink ef "his natura! 3 tha 

© andthar thereby under a ſect obligation? If bi 9 95 

dor in 4 of covenantivg, rents, "does he not 1 
mock God; by preteuding to renew s covenant, and to 4- EY 

& "Wuch'&fecondary obli igation he was never under — But, . 

aa, If chat ſecondary obligarion-lies in Our being in 1 


E the loios of our fathers as copenanting Parties, in 2 ſpirrtual i 
E- we; that is, if a ſeconda . obligation is laid on us, by our 

Pete the /ame fairh ond obriliener which the faints pro- 
de by a folewn covcrant, in ages _—_— Taft, —Whetber 
eb an obligation docs not lie in the Jcwiſb covenants: at 
3 — Kr, n much as io our rove naht? and whe- 
ter he ſecondary en of oft the n 5 
x 2 — — — y 
* atiters, as — ob e L 
* nfelves Or, a9 n e 22 3 - M4 
"IF 27 — * *. 72 0 theſe Lag ww erg | 
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" GindidantibleohjeAoiniand: difficulties z—onght we nt > 
Should we nor reſt in this view of every religious vow or 


tian This ſets aſide every objection, and removes 
Aifficulty, upon the ſafeſt 0 the (ureſt principles. H 
we ſhould be led directly to the word ot God itielf, when: 


t them alſo by that. former covi nant, as-a;/uperadded 
4 tiom to duties.“ Cp- 363. 364.] “ The obligation of « 
. brevets 06eheſe is primarily a breacd ot chat law,” p. 


* or why ſhould any ſwearer make any account of his-ouh 
„ mum's oath in any caſe, —if no un W OBLICAT IN abi 
ons 
% cularly by ſolemn vows of conformity to that law :: * 55 


, not chis anoTHER obligation, an un obligaring, | 
* — 8 $UBORDINATE'? Cp. 371. J. . 1 


— , ↄ , i. ˙ . , ot os 


nion. hoid to be very ſacred ; to wit, that no human dan 4 ; | 
„ truth and moral duty, can add any . 
e gation to which arites from the law of God 451 


er 
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eonfine-our ideas of covenanting to the ſecriptt 


venant, viz, That it is a neu, entire, and complete tra: 


make a'covenant ʒ and by managing the duty in this plain 
fimple method, we would go forth by the footfleps of the ſha, 
Such covenant-renovation as Mr Gib contends 3 
warranted by the word of God, and is not once e. 
in dhe ſacred records ot the church. | 
6, Mr Gib, having denied that the. nature of en les | 
1010 being à tranſgreſſion of the law of God, is fel 
ſiſtent when he affirms, that there is a twofold obligation 
upon covenanters 3 (a primary obligation which the lai 
2 God-lays-upon them, and-a /econdary obligation laid "n F 


2 


; 


Wo 


— Why ſhould any oath be. adminiſtered in any c 


4 in any caſe, or how can others have any dependence - 4 
1 1 


5 | 


That we may-perceive the fallacy. of this: .veaſoning; kd. 


to offer a few remarks to the reader's contidert» F 
1.) Theſe aſſertions are intended to confute an i- 0 


6 from dathe — The law of God binds. men ; and this is 
the v1 NAA obligation upon their cd 
. ſciences. But men-alſo bind themſelves by oaths; 


tion. 


believe, that the nature of fin conſiſts only. in its being Cid | 
want of conformity unto, or trauſgreſſion of the lam 

God ; and if I am perſuaded, that a perſon any commiteds + 
-Gn, ſo far as he tranſgreſſeth the law of God, 1 John — 


en Lmuſt alſo maintain, that all obligation to believe 


obey the revealed. will of God, is inherent in the divine-lywiy * 
though the motives to that faith and obedience may Ars, 
from other couſiderations beſides divine authority; (2. M 
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; 1 . the cha- 
dan life,” They are an homage to the holy One of Iſrael ; they 


\ hey are themſelves only ſo many /ervices: expreſily preſcribed 
: » the law of GU. The defign of this duty is not — 
" ute a'new obligation, or, (Which is the ſame thing), a new 
w, in caſes wherein the law of God has already determi- 
hed for us; but the end and purpoſe of this ſolemn work 
, to teſtify our faith, and the ſenſe we have, and-wiſh to 
tain; of the one obligation of the law of the Lord our 
2 and Redee mer; and to excite our attention to the re- 
E> wvealcd will of God, as the only rule of our belief and duty, 
is vie of religicus: coycnantivg i is ſo manifeſtly agreeable 

the whole current of the: ſcriptures on the head, that I 
' only refer to the reprogs of God to Iſrael, and their 
|” ' -anfeſons-unto God, which Mr Gib has quoted in his ſecond 
Z | ; for a ſuſſicient proof of it. (3.) Solemn+ deeds of 


ll 


= and-the- covenanters, (as Mr Cib ſuppoſes) 3 even as 

dect ſwearing allegiance and fealty to their ſovercign, 
och not conſtitute a political relation between them and 
. kim: and if iuch: covenanting doth: not conſtitute a relation 


1 


3 THE Lawor Gop, both concerning the making, 
25 "and . ſorming of vous, and covenants, and oaths. (F.) 
Mr Cid mean by a ſerondary, a ſubordinates. and à 

| Japeradded obligation laid on us, by DEEDS. OF MEN, alto- 
diſtinct from the obligation laid on us — THE' LAW 
oon 2; ls tbis obligation divine, eternal, and indiſpenſeble ? 
Does it run parallel to that which. is laid en us by the w of. 
4 od, and yet always difin& from it? Doth the duty h 
. ud requireth of man, include any thing more than, obedience 
ibis revealed uill Does not Mr Gib ſpeak both unſcriptu- 


1 
” 


and vows when be:calls.it only a ſecondary and a ſubordinate 
| ligation ?—The doctrine of the prophane 2 by 
— pious on this point than that of Mr G:b himſelf! 
The reader muſt indulge me che liberty of quoting 
from the Preface:an covenanting, in theſe words: 
. All che Jewith covenants mult have the ſame in ſub- 
e ſtance. But there was no repetition of any former cove- 
nat when they made a new one; nor did they ever direct- 
R: ly or * indireRly. intimate, that they referred to any former 
covenant their fathers had made, when they covenanted 
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a ſolemn made ef profeſſing our faith and nce and 
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ating do not conſtitute, a. coverant-relation- between 


3 - hich did not exiſt before; it cannot poſſibly eſtabliſh ano 
= | ther, a new obligation. (4+) L believe there is a primary obli- 


rally, and unworthily, of the obligation of covenants, | oaths, 


7 Fe bor infec by op-any. occaſion Whatever. The caſe may. 
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« by faith, er volk in love, they are often repeating the Me 


. exerciſes of mind, and ing over again the 
« duties ; yet no man, who RE a" in the Loſpelats e, 
| & would call their repeated exerciſe of faith, a renovation uf 
their former exerciſe of it ; or their repeated acts of | 
4 a renewing of their former afts of it. In the cones 
„ living by taith, and walking in love, a Chriſtian ſhould & 
« his whole attention, not on what he has attained to, tht 8 ; 
s on the faithful word, and ſovereign authority of Jehovah. 
The very fame was, the caſe ot the eus, who entered * 4 
% covenant with God; and the ſame ſhould be the caſe wi 3 
| « Chriftians too, in their covenanting, according to that x 2? 
4 preſs. directory, Rev. iii. 3. Remember how thou haſt eos 7 
| « ved, and heard, and hold faft, and repent.” Mr Gib ani», 
madverts on this paſſage to this -<ffe& ;—** It may well be. | 
1 reckoned very odd, to ſtate a compariſon betwixt pe, 
„e nent deeds in the chanch; and tranſient acts in the __ 
4 as if there could be any ſenſe in arguing from the one 0 
& the other.” ——*- Will the Prefacer's goſpel-ſcheme all 
* him to ſay, about a new act of faith and love, (as he 
- © gnes;about new covenanting), that it contains no reg 
tt tion of, no adherence to any former attainment or enga | 
ment in-this matter!” Cg. 367.] we Oy 
Remarks. (4.) Mr Gib here diſtinguiſhes acts of covena 
. : a as permanent deeds of the church, from living by faith, 
and walking in love, as trenfient acts of the mind.. (2. 5 He | 
not deny in ſo many words, that faith and love, in all — 
erciſes, refer directiy to the word and authority of Cod. Vet, 
3.) He ſuppoſes, that a new act of faith and love contain ⁹ẽ 
. epprobation of, and an adherence to former attainments or n- 
gagement in this matter. Perhaps Mr Gib underſtands ẽ,Edt 
Feſpeltſcbeme, which he ſpeaks of with an indecent levity; but 
_ - this ſentiment is no proof that he does. He ſhould conſider, 
that faith is not an approbation of former attainments ; hut 
the ee of things hoped for, the evidence of things not ſeun: 
Heb. ii. 1. Thereby a ſinner ſees neither his former attains. 
ments, nor his former engagements, —but the promiſes ane 
_ declarations of a faithful God. Heb. ij. 1. 3. But, (4. 51 can - 
not imagine what he means, by conſidering acts of cournant. 
making as permanent deeds in the church, in oppoſition iq lis 
. wing fo faith, and walking in love, as tranſient alls in the mind. 
| vs not the deed of covenanting, in the are mod view of t +, 
| * Tac 
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| #46 The E of the believing foul, in entering 25 covenant 
SY. is, Let me be mo more mine own, but t . 8 
.*: * mine all to hime——4nd 88 the ſeve 


duties in the bond come 
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8 Seat td? 6 an lara aff Gin they 
. — covenanting, but what is performed in the exer · 
l h and love? Ought-not every tempyr; and every 
? = action of re when they go about that vor 0 
de church, to be entirely influenced 2 oerned by faith W 
"aw love? And ſhould not their Y fad and love be as fingly | 5 
= den the- word of God in the deed of covenant-making, 
9 eee courſe of their tife md walk 7A Me Co £72 
2 9 all pedantry, the reader may believe if he pleaſes — 1 
mat Mr Gibs genius ſoared very high, when he was obliget 
Den cramp words [permanent deeds and tranſient acta]; 1 
Des bs ao vory e becauſe ir is very hard to | 
+ Beamderftood by ſome of his admirers; and particularly by | 
g Prefacer, who has often tried to conceive AN ler or DEED 
1 reomanting, under the notion of a yERMANENT or lafting d 
v, but he is never able to follow Mr Gibs idea. Some- 
© aims L have thought be meant permanent OBLIGATIONS but 
e De r. to/weigh his argument in, that view, it was 
. Therefore muſt leave the explication of the phraſe 
E. himſelf, who ces dd tell us, whar he intends by renewing 
ERMARENT DEEDS: is oppoſition to tr acta. To my 
hey have every appearance of ſelf. contrauiction; 
they ſeem to ſignify ſuch deeds as are ſtill but are 
act Unleis this be his meaning, ere no 
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1 In his diſtincton, as it is" here applied 3 and if this be 
"ME... meaning, i it ay bedoubeed, whether be age eee 
56: Me Giblays,* Tho P- acer e 


= *renovation, lies in a vile reproach cuſt upon it; as if, in op - 
1 — — to a being led diretHy to the word of God it _ 
did thereby make the appearances their fathers made) 
lion, the work of their own covenanti Upon 
x this Mr Gib 1martly aſks, —** But is there no di erence de · 
een a pattern and a 'ground-work | * or, doth a regard to 
1 e vows lie off the road to God's word ? or, muſt a 
= forth by the footſteps of the flock, be now reckoned 
| off n theword ee its 
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We 0 are in 30 mt i ARDENT LOVE TO THELAW OF Gon, „ corrmmng's =. 
amp of divinity os it. Tbe duty thus tonfifts a THE EXEACISE OF THE | 
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p Remarks, (I.) Mr Gib is as much a politician as an haneft - © 
man, when he inſinuates, that his idea of renewing covenants, - 
— Amounts to no more than the imitation of a pattern in a for- 
mer covenant. But if he agree to ſtand on this ground, 'the * * 
. Prefacer has no objection to his opinion. (2.) Such-atregard 
' ro former covenants as he pleads for, in the renovation» of 
| _ them, us, (to uſe his odd phraſe), lie off the road to God's *© 
word ; becauſe he inſiſts, that the matter of a new covenant 
muſt be viewed, not merely as it relates to the word of God; but; 
us it has a ſecondary and ſubordinate relation 41s to a'former 
couenant. Such covenant- renovation leads to the deeds of men 
in covenanting, as well as to the word of Cod. (3.) Theſe 
that renew covenants in Mr Gibs ſenſe, do not go forth by the 
Footfteps of the flach; becauſe it his been proved, that the peas 
ple of God always madr, or entered into a new covenant. / 
9. Mr Gib ſays further on this bead, — The Prefacer will 
« not refuſe, that he once ſolemnly vowed an adherence to 
e fome ſubordinate ſtandards of religion, which were framed 
& and avouched in the days of our fathers. But did he then 
cake theſe ſtandards for the ground - work of his religion ? 
or, did he not take them for a proper guide, as leading him 
directly to the word of God itſelf, for the ground-· work of 
_ ©. bis religion 2 Theſe caſes are quite parallel as to the pre- 
* fent argument.“ [p. 368. J In anſwer to this I muſt ob p. 3% 
ſerve, (1.) That I firmly believe not only the uſefulneſs, but 
the neaeſſity of confeſſions of faith: and though 1 have net 
ſeen Mr Gib's Second Volume, wherein he threatens to prhve, 3 
that my ſcheme ſtrikes at the root of all engagement to ſu cx 
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confeſſions ; I may aſſure the reader, the proof will be f 
piece with that which demonſtrates the warrantablenefs, 
delivering the Burghers unto Satan. (2.) Mr Gib ſhould-not 
. ſuppoſe, that I ſolemnly vowed an adherence to any /ubordis 4 
nate ſtandards, as diſtinct from the ſcriptures. I do not con- Ri 
- fider confeſſions of faith, creeds, and articles, as SUBORDB> .- > 
NATE-STAxXDARDS. of faith and duty; but as an exhibitzon * 4 
the revealed will 'of God. (3.) I do not view them as.a guide 7 
to the word of Gd, but as à declaration of faith and autyy + +1 
whereby people teſtify in what fenſe they underſtand -;the 
ſcriptures, and may be afliſted in the improvement of the 
word of God. (4.) It is amazing, after what bas been fade 
by Mr Ralyh Erfbine and others, with ſo much evidence aαπt. 
forte of argument to the contrary, that Mr Ci will make ., , 2 
our covenants and the confeſſion of faith to be the ſame things 
ang an adherence to the one to pe of the ſame kind with an 
adherence to the other. Yet, (5. If he will inſiſt on ſo xid iu 
lous a notion, and will maintain, chat an adherence to forme IN 
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:  Tovenatits'is. a parallel caſt to an adherence to teſts of ortho- 
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day, his plea for coyenant-renovation. is for ever | ruined. 
No man is called to 'adhere primarily to the word of God, 
E aod /econdarily to theſe ſtandards,  - He ig only called to con- 
| fels his faith concerning the meaning of the word of God, as 
R 1 e eee but is . taught, to view 
is approbation of them as a ſecondary obligation, nor to con- 
ider them as a em chat is any way diſtinct from the ſcrip- 
00. Hefays,—* If every new covenanting among the Jews 
t © did not import @ renewing of aLL former covenants, 
= ** muſt. have imported a ' perfidious renouncing & all the 
= © copenant-obligation which they had been formerly brought 
. it under, in the loins of their fathers.” [p. 369.] — 
I ſuppoſe Seceding covenanters muſt do, the ſame! They 
muſt either renew a1 L. former covenants they were brought 
uuder fince the fall of Adam, in the loins of their fathers ; or 
= + Elle perfidiouflyrchounce 411 theſe covenant-obligations! !! 


| Z I. Thad ſaid in the Preface, &c.— The Burghers. ac- 


_— . 


— 


- 


E  **:quiefce in the approbation of that ſyſtem which our forefa- 
hen engaged by oath to believe and obſerve- Thar ſyſtem 

Þ .- /* they-behieve-to be the ſyſtem of fairh, concerning doctrine, 
= worſhip, dilcipliae, and government, (to be obſerved by 
divine appolotment in the Chriſtian church), which was 


der delivered unte the ſaints. The) believe, it to be di. 
ddiae in ite original, and in in authority upon the con- 


erce, They are perſuaded; that no human bath can add 
EM 4. any obligation to that which ariſes from the law of God: 
eand yet they believe, that if we either omit the duties expli- 
d eitely engaged to by our forefathers, whoſe tranſactions 
dare known to us; or commit the fins they engaged to put 
= ©. away; in either of theſe caſes, even our fins; in thele mat- 
ters, muſt have an higher aggravation of guilt and crimi- 
A © mnality. + The nature ot ſuch ſins of omiſſion and + commil- 
gon, lies wholly in their being tranſgreſſions of the law of 
= *' God; but the aggravations of ſuch: ſins ariſe from their 
= © being done againſt theſe meafures of light knd convittion, 
e concerning known and acknowledged fin and duty, which 
e render the tranſgreſſor of the law of God. a ſelf- con- 
E  *.denivied criminal. In this ſenſe the Burghers ſtedfaſtly 
A maintain the obligation of our ſolemn covenants,” —— 
E p. 33. Mr Eis quotes this paſſage in his Defence; &c. [p. 308, 369.1 
aud fays many ſevere things againſt the Author of it, and 
© againſt the mify dacbrine it contains. There is nothing in 
bi animadycrſions that merits any notice, beſides what has 
een occaſſionally touched already, except the following in · 
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„% 
terrogations, . What ſort of relation has all this to our ſolem 


% covenants, other than to the caſe of any covenants in l 

7. Jewyſb church, or to the caſe of Sodom and Gomorrah," et - 
4 to the caſe of the angels who kept not their firft eftate, or id 
« a thouſand other things, from which we may, in the $ang” © ©! 
% MANNER, derive meaſures of light and conviction about ſin 

and duty ? And is this the highet and nobleft jenſe of coves 
% nant-obligation;—this - arrang...nonſcnſe, ſa impudently 
pal med upon the world ?“ [p. 371. 372. 82 

Remarks. (1.) I do not think Seceding covenant- renov a- 

don ſhould have any more reſpect to our ſolemn covenan, 

than to the Jewiſh covenants; and if Mr Gib'871LL reckons 
our ſolemn covenants only a pattern, and not a'ground-work, 

| of our covenant renovation, he muſt be of the — opinion. 

A (2.) MrGib will exceedingly oblige the world, if he will pleaſe to 

; tell us, when, and how, Sodom and Gomorrah covenanted for 

t a religious purpoſe + ; and eſpecially if he will gratify us, with 

; an extract of the religious coyenant made by the angels who ; 

kept not their firſt eſtate. . Theſe things will be ſuch an-acqui- |, 

- fition to the learned world, that to enjoy the ſatisfaction of _ 

. ſeeing them clearly ſtated, I conſent to excuſe him the trouble : 

iy of collecting the thou/and other things with reſpect to religious 
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vous, which he has in his eye no doubt, and can produce up- 3 
on à proper call. (3.) It is moſt certain, there is®* arrant ' = 
„ nohſenſe impudently palmed upon the world,” in the di. 


i- pute between Me Gib and me; but it is ſcaree decent for tue 
ö diſputants to prevent the opinion of the audience. lt is e 
d nough for him and me, that we are both of one mind t 
1: the general docteine ; the world muſt make the application: 
*% 12. Lam glad to hear from Mr Gib's pen, that the Anti- 


as | burgher & Synod+pretends to no perfection in the manage- - 1 


ut ment of the work among their bands.” Cp. 376, How. | 1. 
t- ever, it would ſeem they are of opinion, that their form of 
ni ' covenanting is ſo near perfection, (though it does not quite 
ü reach the point, that they cannot in the leaſt improve upon 
of it: for he cells us, The preſent form of covenanting in Scott. 


eir „ land, as uſed by the Antiburghers, is preciſely the ſame, 
n, without the ſmalleſt addition or alteration, that was agreed . © 
ch „ upon by the Aſſociate Preſbytery in 1943.”—— The infe- 
n- rence he makes from their firm and ſtedfaſt adherence ta 
ty that "preciſe form e wordt, is, that I am certainly an apo- 
— ſtate from the Seceiſion- teſtimony; becauſe I have preſumecd 
9.1 to deny the propriety of ſtill uſing that form, without ma-. 

+ N. B. The Prefacer expreſily ſays,—** Meaſores, of light and conviction 
. ee 5 Ga and duty; referring, as be 
1 aſtryCtion neceflarily im 1 £22 
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„ - King: — alterations in Ma 00-dipi, 
4 „ date it tothe preſent time, ſo as it may be a preſent vath-; and 
bvbecauſe I have objected againſt the reduplicating clauſe in their 
{36+ bond. Cp. 373.] In anſwer to this heavy charge, I ſhall on- 
© Jy plead the authority of the ſaid Preſbytery, who have ſhew- 
ee, chat the continued renovation of a covenant in the fame 
5 5 8 and inthe ame worde, Mm (T.) IuTRACTIc LE 
49 'Az:zvzpl (32) UxRxEaSOwnABLE} And, (u.) UnPrRECE- 
3 & DENTED ! See their Anfpers to Mr Nairn. The world may 
zudge,. What fort of Seceders they are; who obſtinately perſe- 
vere in diſtinguiſbing themſelyes by an attachment to nme. 
enable, abfurd, im dratiicable, and unprecedented meaſures! — 
+, And further, they may judge, what title che Antiburghers 
"mW Have to be reckoned the ſucceſſors to the Aſſociate: Preſbytery, 
in che work of covenanting, while they manage it in a turm 
cr . Wbich that Preſbytery has proved to be altogether unreaſon- 
= able, Sh imp raciicab le, and unprecedented . Goodly 
3 free erg. our tucceflion, like that of the night thier, 
_ Y 52 . 4 manifeſt ACHE! to the Ae ane 8 
= 13. Mr G tells us, we Antiburgher-ſynod « Are of--opi- 
nion; that the public corruptions which have taken place 
3 1 | e ance 3743 are ſtill materially the ſame cbrruptions, (in an 
| E *-#£-jncoFigible progreſs thereof), which have been ſpecified in 
WE er their Ae of ſins; yea, the Prefacer himſelf 
J. Caruey p. 35) calls them. % mant progreſs” of the 
. 5 2 il. nde that'occafioned the Seceſſion. [ p. 376. ]]] 
Remarks The } As there is na neu thing under the un, no- 
" Thing. whereof it may be ſaid,” See, this is new; ſo it may be 
5 4 3 the Amtiburghers will never have 2 louder call to 
1 enlarge their acknowledgment, than they have bad ſince 
IX 1743. (0 tr. can be proved, that their "Synod has added 
© many cauſes of faſting to cheſe contained in that acknovledz- 
ment, face the year 1747; and bas: continued them from 
res hen., Now I beg leave to aſk, Why they profeſs to 
- mounn per theſe. other fianding'caujes of divine dil aleafure, 
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e — ? (3) I certainly on- che mauifeſt progreſs 
ofithe-evils_ that occaſioned the Seceſſion;ꝰ but it never 
. entered iato my head, that any body: could think there are 
nu deen puhlic euilt in our land. Pity reſtrains the content 
uch a way of realoning e- — I as well 
| en permit. 22 Tt. F394 ** 0 
4. He fays with an air of rk —* Ga r abe 
No the Antiburghers, Nil reſttvg, 10 8 pos te 
2 ee eee muſt be wh dila to the e 
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4. cafſon to declaim againſt the An N novel 


conduct of theirs as an extraordinary example; of |/e}Fdenials 
They vill rather pretend to an unreaſondble, abſurd, end 


\ TICABLE, and unprecedentad 2 even to rehew 9 
© cquenants in the ſame form a 


give his conſent to a meaſure ſo exceedingly cautious} and f 


well known to be a moſt generous, open adverſary, It i990 


not conceive how 1 ſhould have been able to find materials go ; 
- Mr.Gib had not obligingly helped me to them, by the p, S. 


| . y laid do have on GRAN MORE of 4:reftrene#-unth 12 1 
in 5 


conſcientious ſwearer of it cught to conſider gheſt cuil ia ie : 


1 . is, woke both from the words Mr Gib has qugted, 
45 0 alſo from e tenor. ot their; covenant, which is recorded 
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q e. fe dt evidently ſhuts! up 3 . 
„ conſiderable advantage tu their cauſe, even rum any ace 


te ty in the manner of covenanting.“ Lp. 376.1 » 17 Txt 5. | 
Remarks. (i.) In one point of view, we, may confiderithis - 


wor ds, than give “AH . 
#..hon to declaim againſt them for novelty in en 75 
% covenanting !!“ (2.) In another light it maybe conſidbes 
ed, as a very prudent expedient to diſtreſs the poor inc 
who hereby-loſe'*a conhderable advantage to theineables 
et, (3.) I caonor tell how to believe, that Mr Gib thai 


detrimental to the cauſe of che Burghers. Mr Gib 4 


ſecret, and Lam not aſhamed to confeſs the truth, that 4 
unguarded manner of. writing on every ſubject that has com 
in his way, has been of consIDERABLE ADVANTAGE WO 

His Opponcats. Fog my own patt I ſihcerely declate, I ca 


tor ſo large a vindication of my Preface un covenantingi i 


principles, and Fallacy of his De/ence, &c. If 4 muſt be; 
«Poſs, i both a pleaſures and an e to have 
id e F my oppon ent. 0. at * . 


k. 


116 — ge L Can the [Seceding], covenant now oy * 


1 reduplication upon the confeſſion of ins, than it h — 
% Nehemigh's. time; When the. covenant Was made [Nehy iu j 
: 4,384; expreisly becauſe of all this, in the preceding! cone 
%, on!?“ Up. 374. 375, To this queſtion L anſwer id be b. 
elena, and ſhall prove itithus: (1.) Seceding-covenanit» "7 
ers“ promyſe and fwear, that they ſhall contend and reflaby 
.*, agaialtl-the other evils named in the above: confe Non ef fine?” 
Thele are the words of their bond; and it is mapitett; dhe 


eme light, as if the confeftod of them atually; ſtood ig e 
bond jilell. ; (2,) The Jewiſh covenanters in Neherrialts time, 
-. did.not- confider the evils. they confeſſed in that light at all. ©” 


Nch. ix, 38 ECAUSE gf. all this, we make a fure covenant :- A 


aß large inf the following chapter, heginapiag at che. 29th;zeete. ; 
Hd ie deen e Gear e oro e ahh gt 15 
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P for it, — pan he 
bk Sand in our Bibles. Perhaps he only intended to try, how 
1 eredulity of . might be carried upon the 
. en centrary to the evidence of their own 
F as to 
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; ib Defence, Sc. relates td à c 
; Agent the Anciburghers, that © they inſiſt on MN v ant 


antiquated facts l underſtand ſuch, as have little or no 
FE influence and operation agajnſt the intereſts of 


= 


age. Iwill not preſume to determine, whether tlie 
1 | vers are well-cboſen, to expreſs this ide; but this was my 
* . Shen I uſed" the expreſſion. | Now: 1 affirm, that ere 


ed that — of this kind: have cabparative little influence 
* the, preſent conduct ceders.—If examples of this 
v1 not ifirike an artentive reader of that © confeſſion, I 
be able to give him all neceſſary ſatisfaction, in a fu- 


fit 
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if 4 | which is now ptepariog for the preſs. 
$0 much for Mr Gibs Fee 8 covenantin = 
When his Appendix in the Second Volume comes to han- 


rtance 


iN 7 Jabs ſerious'confideration z and maturely weigh its i 


nuſez char Mr Gib is wy adverfury; and at 1 know the 
Lot bv renin, 1h dkiges of iy lions th 
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* red fas in their confeſſion of fins; which have gcc) oe 
4 tively lintle influence on prefetit conduct. Op: 378.379. 


5 due religion; to injure truth, or to hurt its friends, in the 


3 _ 8 on the ſubject of aur nee emen, 


{3 mult abe che correction herein applied 4p the-Survey, 


1 3 und argument, in order to determine the part 1 ſhould act 
concerning eee ee to me. in this 
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reaſoning, and the principles of his philoſophy, 
Nothing pains me fo much on this ſubject as the conſequences |? 
ariſing to his party, from the neceſſity they are under, of adopt- 
ing his apolegetical and acrimonious defences of their con- 
duct and ſituation. I have been of opinion, for many years, 
that ſome of his brethren muſt be at leaſt” as well qualified to 
do honour to their cauſe before the world as Mr Gib, who © 
has long been their champion ; but as this gentleman afſures L # 
me, that he * reckons an endeavour to diſplay the riſe, ſtate, ®* 
« and maintenance of the Seceſſion · teſtimony, peculiarly in- 
© cumbent on himſelf, from the early and YT pool concern 
& he has had in the Seceſſion · cauſe, giving him occaſion for 
« particular acquaintance with it, more than any other mem 
te ber now remaining in the Aſſociate Synod “, it is T 8 
1 


. „ my charity has been too great. However, time wi 3 
whether ſome of them, even with inferior abilities to Mr Gjb,*-* 

may not think themſelves called out to ſuccour their learned 

advocate, in oppoſition to the preſent Diſplay of the ſpirit, = 
principles, and fallacy of his Defence of ſolemn covenanting, 

| leſt a:canrtrass reader ſhould ſeem to have fome reaſon. to 7 

ſay, How are the mighty fallen in the midft of the battle, an 
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